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The enclosed documents were reviewed under the Freedom of Information/Privacy Acts (FOIPA), Title 5, 
United States Code, Section 552/552a. Deletions have been made to protect information which is exempt from disclosure, 
with the appropriate exemptions noted on the page next to the excision. In addition, a deleted page information sheet was 
inserted in the file to indicate where pages were withheld entirely. The exemptions used to withhold information are marked 
below and explained on the enclosed Form OPCA-16a: 


Section 552 Section 552a 
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□(b)(7)(A) 

□ (d)(5) 
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69 page(s) were reviewed and 69 page(s) are being released. 

□ Document(s) were located which originated with, or contained information concerning other 
Government agency(ies) [OGA], This information has been: 

□ referred to the OGA for review and direct response to you. 

□ referred to the OGA for consultation. The FBI will correspond with you regarding this 
information when the consultation is finished. 


□ You have the right to appeal any denials in this release. Appeals should be directed in 
writing to the Director, Office of Information and Privacy, U.S. Department of Justice,1425 
New York Ave., NW, Suite 11050, Washington, D.C. 20530-0001 within sixty days from the 
date of this letter. The envelope and the letter should be clearly marked “Freedom of Information 
Appeal" or “Information Appeal.” Please cite the FOIPA number assigned to your request so that it 
may be easily identified. 

□ The enclosed material is from the main investigative file(s) in which the subject(s) of your request was 
the focus of the investigation. Our search located additional references, in files relating to other 
individuals, or matters, which may or may not be about your subject(s). Our experience has shown, 
when ident, references usually contain information similar to the information processed in the main file(s). 
Because of our significant backlog, we have given priority to processing only the main investigative file(s). 







If you want the references, you must submit a separate request for them in writing, and they will be 
reviewed at a later date, as time and resources permit. 

b See additional information which follows. 


Sincerely yours, 


David M. Hardy 
Section Chief 
Record/Information 
Dissemination Section 
Records Management Division 


Enclosure(s) 


Please be advised that a record that may or may not be responsive to your Freedom of Information-Privacy 
Acts (FOIPA) request has been destroyed (File # 77-HQ-70120). The records destruction practices of the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation (FBI) are conducted in full compliance with Title 44, United States Code, Chapter 33 and the Code of Federal 
Regulations, Title 36, Chapter 12, subpart 1228. The FBI Record Retention Plan and Disposition Schedules have been 
approved by the National Archives and Records Administration in Washington, D. C. 

Pursuant to Title 28, Code of Federal Regulations, Sections 16.11 and/or 16.49, there is a fee often cents 
per page for duplication. No fees are assessed for the first 100 pages. You have already received your 100 free pages 
associated with the subject of this request in FOIPA#448541. Upon receipt of these documents please make a check or 
money order payable to the Federal Bureau of Investigation in the amount of $ 6.90 for 69 released pages. To insure 
proper identification of your request, please return this letter or include the FOIPA request number(s) with your payment. 
Failure to pay for this release will close your current request as well as any pending FBI FOIA requests from you. 
Nonpayment will also cause an automatic denial of any future FOIA requests. 
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Office Memorandum • unitei 


to : DIRECTOR, mi 
J -^paoM : SAC, L^KaNGELES 

l \ SUBJECT: LOT D WRIGHf 


..xjiii GOVERN] 


DATE: S BPTBMBBI 



Attentions Mr. L. B. NICHOIS 



'Vm . 

Jxr. Efron.. 

Mr, Games__ 

PTr. Hnrbo 


[ Mr. Pennington... 
Mr. Quinn Tamm. 

L Pit. litstme . 

51i.8YJ.ady_.-_/ 


"Variety" for September 16, 1948 carries an item stating that 
LOYD WRIGHT is spearheading a drive to eliminate Communists from 
attorneys who practice before the State Bar. 

This item states that WRIGHT is slated to be United States 
Attorney General if the Republicans get in the White House; that 
Governor WARREN and Governor DEWEY have already agreed on what appoint¬ 
ments each will make, with WARREN getting the chance to appoint the 
Attorney General. It states that WRIGHT has been an active worker in 
the WARREN camp ever since VCARREN entered the gubernatorial race. 
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September 24, 1940 



Ur* Loyd Fright 

Wright and Hi 111 Won 

1133 One Eleven Feat Seventh Building 

Lee Angela* 14, California 

Dear Ifr, Frightt 

I have your letter of September 14, 1943. 
uherein you moke inputrtee relative to the I 


While I do appreciate the motive which 
prompted you to write me, I must advtee you that by 
long eetabltehed policy, the information in the file» 
of thte Bureau ie confidential and cannot be released 
to other then authorised Government departmente and 
agenoiee without the expreee authority of the 
Attorney General « Accordingly, I cannot eupply you 
with information concerning the character of thie 
nrtnm.nl mmtlnn. — T. nan advise you, however, that the 

Jlo not included tn that 1 tot 
of organisations declared eubveretve by the Attorney 
General withtm the purview of the Executive order % 
concerning the Loyalty of Government Employee*, •• ~ 

U- f T ‘ 

Plea** do not heeitate to wrtte me in 
future in the event you have some problem or inform*^ 
tion of tuterset or within the tnveettgativjf j&rter*- 
dietton of the FBI . \ 3 «» i ? 

iyy o ‘i 

, - sincerely youre, y 3-i*rl 5 


he 

hlC 

OTHER 


COMMUNICATIONS'SEifiTl^ 

t E O ^7' 


Hnrt<s , *A 


John Edgar Hoover IS v> 

Director - » ^ 

i'f. ^ - 

[ht ie a very prominent Los Angelee at 

_ Pwaa indicated that he was a person r 

Wmrnhy General Biddle • (6 2-39556-6) He 
‘touttf s tar e including I I 

\ George Baft (62-75147-0 ' 
Char He Chaplin ( 

There te nothing >. 
indicating acquainted. 
Wright with the Direcic 


Mr . Tolflor 
Ifr, A. * 

VT. C16 AI_ 

Mr. C5frey_ 
Mr. Clavln_ 
Mr. uctl “ 
Mr. Nichols. 

ifr. Rose:*_ 

Xr. Tracy_ 

ifr. Car^r 
!fr. &ut_ 


ifr. Heroes 
Jr. fcnrln 
ifr. Qulifr 




SERVICE UNIT 
SEA RCH SLIP 
Supervisor I 

' / 

Sutj:. i /^ u i 


F-19a 

] Room 73a' 
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UJ'jcty A t 


ct Spelling 


-All References 
-Subversive Ref 
-Main File 
-Restricted to Locality of 


Searchers 
Initial i 




Date f- >4 


FILE NUMBER SERIALS 



Initialed 
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LAW OFFICES OF 

WRIGHT AND MILLIKAN 

SUITE 112 5 ONE ELEVEN WEST SEVENTH BUILDING 

LOS ANGELES l<4 

MADISON 6-1291 


September 14 th, 1948. 


Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, 
Director, Federal Bureau 
of Investigation, 
Department of Justice, 
Washington, D. C. 


LOYO WRIGHT 
CHARLES E MILLIKAN 
RICHARD M GOLDWATER 
HER5CHEL B. GREEN 
S EARL WRIGHT 
CHARLES A LORING 
LOYD WRIGHT.JR 
H BRUCE BAUMEISTER 





I Mr ' Cle «8. 

! Mr. Gl»vi„. 

[ Mr. T.nriH 


BEVERLY HlLlJS OF - _ 

121 SOUTH BEVERLY t&iW 1 ' 

W 1 2 *^3 A 4*4 C “ ’ ■* 
j Mr. '!ohr 
[ Mr. PpppIb,*) 


rn.-.'tois. 


r Mr. Quinn T;imm. 


PLEASE ADORES^ REP^Y TO 
LOS AN G ELES|*OFrfc*^ Se 


III ?X: 


My dear Mr. Hooveri- 


OTHER Per Court Order 


I am on the Board of Governors of the American Bar Asso¬ 
ciation. At the annual meeting in Seattle, Washington, 
just concluded, along with others I presented a resolu- 
tlon which wou l d , exclud e membership to members of the 


the P rocess of acquiring accurate 
t ^ is re gard, nor do I know whether you are 
privileged to release such information. I am writing, 
owevei^wlth_the hope that you can disclose what.your 

i.'ZTf g mh t i ?°-- may shown and confirm nr'dlsaffiT-m 

belief that I 


,Any courtesy extended me, and through me to the Board of 
'appreciated^ ^ American Bar Ass ociation will be greatly 

w ith kindest personal regards, I am, 

" ^ * 


.> % 

❖ 


. / 

t: 


LW/AG 




. ’ 7 7 

” *’ 1 -A 


«■ y 



Personal. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


Office Memorandum • 

r 

H, Belm 


TO tMr, L, V, Boardman 


mom y r , A, 

O 

ro»JB ctLOTD WRIGHT 


Telsoa- 

date* August 8, 

Belmont- 

Hex bo-— 

Mohr--— 

Persons - 

Rosen- 

Tamm- 

Sizoo- 

Winterrowd- 

Tele. Room- 

Holloman- 

Goody-- 


Pursuant to ths Director's request of 8/4/55, Bufiles 
were reviewed concerning Loyd Wright, President, American Bar 
Association, who is one of the individuals being considered for the 
Internal Security Commission, 


Wright has not been investigated by the Bureau, Our files 
indicate that on 2/14/42 Francis Biddle, then Attorney General, 
referred to the Bureau a letter dated 2/10/42 from Wright, In this 
letter Wright stated that he was Chairman of Civil Liberties Committee 
of the California State Bar, and was forwarding a complaint of one 
Victor W, Von Hagen, alleging mistreatment when arrested 12/8/41 at 
Santa ilonioa, California, as an enemy alien . Wright stated he was 
referring this matter to the Attorney General for whatever action 
deemed proper• The Bureau conducted inquiry into this matter, reveal¬ 
ing that Von Hagen was in no way mistreated when arrested or confined, 
Wright was so advised by Bureau letter 4/18/42, (65-11019-55,65) 


Our files reflect that Wright has been attorney for such 
motion picture personalities as Marlene Dietrich, 1941; George Raft, 
1946; Shirley Temple, 1941; Hunt Stromberg (producer), 194% and ) 

Charlie Chaplin, Wright succeeded his brother, Arthur, (deceased) 
as Chaplin f s attorney about 1920 and served in that capaoity until 
1944, representing Chaplin during his various divorce cases and 
the Joan Berry paternity suit in 1943, (65-42237-32; 62-75147-26-46; 

31-68496-31; 62-69555-29) 

/zn July, 1943, Wright expressed his personal opinion that 
while Russia was a valuable ally, the political philosophy of the 
Russians was dangerous to our institutions, and that no war materials 
should be furnished to any nation who would not permit our military 
observers to observe the effectiveness of our equipment in battle• 

(100-212231-13) 


cc - Mr, Hichols 
cc - Mr, Boardman 
cc - Mr, Belmont 
cc - Liaison Stettion 
cc -Mr, Young 


PCYtdae 

( 6 ) 




Kt 


>4-6 


(■ y - 


M'G t ;■* 1955 






OTHER Per Court Order 


Memorandum for Mr* Boardman 

A reliable source advised in the Spring of 1947 that Wright's name 
was in the possession of the American - Russian Institute (designated 
by the Attorney General), but was not aware of the meaning of this* 
(anonymous, 77-60381-6) O n 9/14/48 Wright requested the Bureau 
for information concerning | I which he 

understood was subversive* He stated that during a recent annual 
meeting of the American Bar Association he introduced a re soluti on 
to exclude membership in the Association to members of the \ \ 

We replied our files were confidential* (63-39472-3) In August,195 ^ 

Wright, new Amerioan Bar Association President, announced that one 
of the Association's campaign aims was the ouster of "Fifth Amendment 
lawyers" and attorneys aligned with subversive organisations* 

(94-1-369A, "Chicago American," 3/23/54*) In March, 1955, Wright 
urged the creation of a bi-partisan Federal court system by 
allocating judgeship on a formula determined by the two major 
political parties* Mis plan, he said, to eleminate politics from 
the court would go a long way toward reasserting the independency 
of the judiciary * Appointment to the bench, he added, "has become 
too much a reward for faithful party service and too little a selec¬ 
tion of the best man for the job*" (94-1-369A "Washington Post 
and Times Herald," 3/9/55) 

In the past our relations with Wright have been cordial* 

He has been contacted for information during several Bureau 
investigations and has been cooperative* He was given a spectal 
tour of the Bureau on 8/29/41, On 1/18/37 and on 3/10/50 he invited 
the Director to speak before the Los Angeles Bar and the California 
Bar Associations, respectively* The Director was unable to accept 
these invitations * 


San Jacinto, California* He received an LL*B. degree from the 
Universtty of Southern California in 1915* That same year he was 
admitted to the California State Bar and has since practiced law in 
California, maintaining offices at Los Angeles and Beverly Hills, 
California • During World War II, he was a member of the Board of 
Appeals of the Attorney General of the United States in connection 
with enemy alien hearings* Since 1944 he has been Chairman of 
the California Horse Racing Board* (Who's Who in America, 1954 - 195$ 


By way of 


(62-68975-89; 94-1-2115-2; 94-1-8325-20) 
l~ ’ y.J - __ - V' '■* '• / 

background, Wright was born 12/24/1892 at 


REC OMMEND A TI ON i 


For your information* 






« 
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0TAMAM PMM «4 

Memorandum • united 


to 


FROM I 


SUBJECT: 



t. 27. Befidfo ( 


ion? WIGHT 
ALVIN DUKE CHANDLER 
SPECIAL INQUIRY 
WHITE HOUSE 
(NAME CHECKS) 



1 — 'flft'i' WP,W»*? jj»V^V VF'' J 

*v » 1 ,•* ■ f- 

..*u 5 GOVERNMENT 


ToUoo 

d*t., November 10, Mr; 

1954 \ • -*j 

Hwbo ; 

Mohr . 
Parson* 1-. j 
Roseh ; 

Tamm 

&izo4 

¥in<rr/owd j 
Tele. Room] 

Holloman 
Gandy —-- 


/ 


At 9:25 this morning (11+10-54) Mrs, Joel in the office 
of Mr. Stephen Benedict, White House, contacted Mr. Bartlett of the 
Liaison Seotion and requested that the Bureau conduct a search of 
its files on the above two persona who are being considered for the 
John Marshall Bicentennial Commission. Mrs. Joel stated that the 
White House would be most appreciative if the Bureau could give these 
checks expeditious handling 0 She furnished the following background 
data pn these individuals: 

Loud Wright - Born December 24, 139,2 
Can Jacinto, California 
Is a lawyer 

Pfpsenily President of th 
Present address: 336 Hud\ 




e American Bar Association 
son Avenue, Los Angeles, California • 


Alvin Duke Chandler - Born August Id, 1902 

Richmond, Virginia 
President of William and Mary College, Williamsburg, VtrgtntaZ 


ACTION: 


The files are being checked to determi 


nsfwhat inf or 


'orjuation, ^ 


if any, is available, suitable for dissemination to the Whiwe House. 


5 > / 

OHBflw ‘ 

(*> '*■ * 


v t - 


2 - Mr o J.s^f. Brcwn 





/ Cs 




MR. L. r. BOA Rim AM 


October 27, 

1955 


A. S. BELMONT 


i- 


£ 


LOTD WRIGHT 


b6 

b7C 

OTHER Per Court Order 


Pureuant to the Director's notation on memorandum from 
Mr. Michele to Mr, Tolton dated 10/25/55, filee have been reviewed 
on ooptioned individual, who to one of the tndividualo to be appointed 
to the Conmieeion on government Security. 

/Stcicjrki warn born tn 1092 in California I received an LL.B degree 
from''the Vntveretty Of Southern California, 1915/ woo admitted to the 3a 5 
1915/ Jla* eince practiced law in Californtaf and me Preeident of the 
American Bar Aeeoeiation (ABA), 1954*1955. He hao been attorney for 
numeroue motion picture pereonalitieo, including George Raft, Shirley 
Temple, aad Charlie Chaplin. 

Mo inveetigatien of Wright hao been conducted. In 1943 aa 
Chairman of tho Ctvil Libertieo Committee of the California State Bar 
he forwarded a complaint to the Attorney General which alleged mto- 
treatment of a prisoner. We checked the allegation, which woe not 
oubotantiated. 


An anonymoue source adviced in 1947 that Wright's name was 
tn the possession of the Amertean-Russian Institute (deeignated by the 
Attorney General). However, the eignificance ef this information to not 
known. 

_In. 194ft Wrtnht introduced a resolution to exclude members of 


I 

X 

VX, 

X 

C, 

x 


the 

mesderentp tn the aba. 


J ti 

(cited by a Congreeeional Committee) from 
Auguet, 1954, he announced that one of ABA's 
campaign aims wae the ouster from the Aeeeciatton of "Fifth Amendment 
lawyers w and attorneys aligned with subversive organisations. In Jtorcft,, 
1955, he urged the creation of/tf\parti ean Federal court ayetem by /// 

allocating judgeships on a formula to be determined by the two major/j/ 
political partiee. Wright's relationship with t/lo Bureau hao boon 
cordial. (63-66472) 

mQMMWMTIPK' 

Mono, for your information. Separate memoranda are being 
eubmttted on the other indiotduale to be appointed to thie Conmieeion . 


INDEXED - 4i 


NOTE: 

MSCrdje (7) 

1 - Mr. Mtchole 
1 - Mr. 3oardmen 
1 - Ur. Belmont 
1 K yellow (63-66472) , 
1 - Section tickler A 

i -l J NOV 4 


Review limited to references up~t 
August 8, 1955, summary. 

I LA zl iNj* ' 

' NOT 

J67 INOV.lildil 



date with 


fee 

P-i 

S 

§ 


(6P-WW1R) 


4 1955. “ 




STANDARD FOAM NO. 64 


Office Memorandum 


[ Mr. Tolson ** 
Mr- NA fa/t 

Mr. Doar-irrS 


CJ'''Jmnn r . J 


UNITED STATES GOVER ■« 

Mr. 

Hi- >■ 


DIRECTOR, FBI 


12/2 


SUBJECT: 


j-Y^SAC, LOS ANGELES (62-0) 

LOYITWRIGHT, 

Information Concerning 


Mj, U , 1.1** I* 

\ Tele. (Of 4 **i 
Mr. Hr.l ;.i„, .. 
Mias iSl UiLv 


j/0 MmH 


Recent news releases disclose that Mr. LOYD-WRiaHTL_ 

has been named Chairman of a Governmental commission' Inquiring 
Into Federal loyalty procedures and practices. For the 
Bureau's Information, Mr. WRIGHT is a reputable Los Angelesl 
attorney, who was President of the Amerioan Bar Association 
last year. /Op 

The following is additional pertinent background 1 " s ‘ 
data concerning Mr. WRIGHT taken from a biography appearing j 
1 in Who's Who in America for the years 1952-1953* | 

Mr. WRIGHT was bom in San Jacinto, California, on l 
December 24, 1892 . He received an LL.B. degree at the Uni- \ 
versity of Southern California in 1915* in which year he was i. 
admitted to the California Bar. He has since practiced in | 

Los Angeles. In 1921-1926 he was a lecturer at the University 
of Southern California School of Law. He is or has been a 
member of the Board of Directors of the following companies: 

Transworld Air Lines; 

U.S. Spring and Bumper Company; J 

Southern Pipe and Casing Company; 

McClintock Manufacturing Company; 

% Roscoe Moss Company; 

' , Cohn-Goldwater Manufacturing Company; and 
* ril Cole of California, Inc. 


Levenwopth, Kansas, in January, 1943. -ttceeimeA an a.member 
of the Board of Appeals of the AttomeyGeneral itr dennectlon 
with hearings of enemy aliens.during World War II. V 


-WNP:VMD -11 'j't 
j^3) •' *rt 


tIOWSS DESTROYED 

NOV- 20 M 


StiNT DWIfCTOR 

VaT j! 


j, * . 


RECORDED 


» JAN 11 1956 




UfC 27 1955 



LA 62-0 


^Ir. WRIGHT has been Chairman of the California Horse 
Racing Board since 1944, He is a past member of the Board of 
Trustees of the University of Southern California and was 
President of the California State Bar in 1940-1941. He has 
been President of both the California State Bar and the Los 
Angeles Bar Associations, as well as past President of the 
Society of Independent Motion Picture Producers and the 
General Alumni Association of the University of Southern 
California. He is a member of the State Central Committee 
of the Republican Party and a member of the Masonic Lodge. 


There is no derogatory information concerning Mr. 
WRIGHT contained in the files of the Los Angeles Division. 
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aYANtMUD JpmA MB. 44 


OfflC6 ^A.eV20TUflduV2 • united states government 


TO 


Mr. Tolson 


DATE; 


12/19/55 




FROM 


SUBJECT: 


L. B, Nichols 



l! 


II 


COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT SECURITY / 

, ltSS • ' 

O ■: ' 

Loyd Wright called on the telephone on the late afternoon 
of 12/19/55, He stated he was very anxious to see the Director and 
wondered if there was any possibility of getting to him. 1 told him the Director 
was out of the city, his return indefinite, and Mr. Wright then inquired about 
the possibility of getting the Director on the telephone. I told him that this would 
be rather difficult as the Director was not at any place at all times. He then 
inquired whether he was not in the tropics on vacation, I told him that he did 
touch base there but he was doing other things; that for example, I talked to him 
a short time ago and it would not be possible for me to talk to him again until 
tomorrow, Wright is leaving Washington at noon tomorrow. 

He then stated that he wanted to talk to the Director about securing 
lithe names of some of the finer agents who have left the Bureau and are now in 
|( private practice whom Wright might contact in Los Angeles; that the deeper he got 
into this matter the more convinced he was that this Commission could not 
accomplish anything without former agents in the picture; that for our personal 
information he had had a long talk with former President Hoover who advised him 
strongly to use as many former agents as possible. He then asked if I might not 
inquire of the Director as to whether the Director had any former agents in mind 
to suggest, I told Loyd Wright that I would, of course, be glad to advise the 
Director of his call but that in view of the opposition which has been manifested 
by certain members of the Commission toward the FBI, we had concluded it 
would be improper for us to either directly or indirectly have any further contact 
with the CoSmxiission on these matters. 

>, Wright stated that if that attitude persists then the Commission 
was going'to have to get a new Chairman and esaaeLd have to do a lot of anew©ring 
to the public because the job could not be done without the FBI and that he thought 
that when he told me in confidence abcnflK one p^r^pu that he was doing the proper 
thing; that he would hate to think that we woulq arrive at a decision based upon that. 

!(- /_ -V - 1 ' , - : "" _ 

cc - Mr. Boardman 
Mr. Belmont 
Mr. Rosen 


N 

* -V 

■O 


LBN 

(5) 

68 JA 


'\pf- -vr— 

fi SENT DtmSCTijA 


NO r RECORDED 

T . n 4- 13SS 

"NTIALS O.Y dAN 

» ‘ u 



CMfiMAL COPY FILED ^ £ £ - / O / / /& 



Memorandum for Mr, Tolson from L. B, Nichols 
RE: COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT SECURITY 


12/19/55 


li 

II 


I told Mr. Wright that I wanted him to thoroughly and clearly 
understand that wo had no doubts so far as he personally was concerned; that 
our decision had been based on information coming to us independent of what he 
had said off the record^ that we were somewhat dumbfounded and that we had 
in the business long enough to know that we certainly did not want to inject ourselves 
into an area where we were not wanted; that we did not have to and we would not. 

He stated that this disturbed him and made it all the more urgent for him to talk 
to the Director personally as he wanted to dispel any erroneous ideas so far as 
where ha stood. I told Mr. Wright that there were no err osseous ideas as to where 
hedood. I inquired whether I had not already made it unmistakably clear that our 
position was taken on a basis of independent information and was not directed toward 
him by any sense of the imagination. He stated that be hoped that there would 
never be any question as to where he stood; that be wants to pay his respects to 
the Director, he wants to solicit the Director's aid and assistance to him as 
Chairman on a personal basis and wants to emphasise to the Director Mas he needs 
help^thqf he qgalisep ***** he en^tlqql/to it. 






'would atTvi.Se the Director of our Cohversaticd but 
thlt I seriously* doubted if N thedirector would take any position other than wnat I 
had already indicated to him. He then stated that he had taken up with the White 
House the matter of investigating the members of the Commission and the White 
House was reluctant to ask fpr an Investigation of the members of the Commission 
appointed by the^ice President and the Speaker and accordingly he had arranged 
for the Vice President and the Speaker to requ est us to investigate their appoin tees, 
le then stated that his secretary for 31 rears. 

tea 


who is employed at Ms office. 


Jj 


111 West 7th Street, Los Angeles, would be working with him and he would like 
for us to undertake an investigation of her. I told him that we would be glad to 
undertake the investigation. Before 1 could raise the issue of a letter, he stated 
that he would confirm this by lstter; that he did not have a stenographer as yet and 
would need a few days to take care of these matters. I told him that in view of his 
personal request we would undertake the investigation with the understanding that 
he would confirm it with a letter at the earliest possible date. I have asfc ed 
Mr, R osen to undertake an applicant type investigation of P 


mis *\ u s oil i 
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TO 


i non • 


SUBJBCT: 


andum • UNITED states gqver 


Mr. Boar dman 


DAXBi 12 / 19/55 


Mr. Ros 


t 


COMMISSION ON JqVERNMENT SECURITY 

/ J : ! f J f~~ 


r 



William Barba of the White House called stating that the 
question of investigating the members of the Cotnala_slfla selected by ""the 
Vice President and the Speaker of the" HUU55 nad come up. He stated that 
he had mentioned to Mr. 0 . H. Bartlett of Liaison that he was going to 
call me on this matter. 


Barba stated that they were ’anxious to get the four persons 

( named by the Vice President and the four named by the Speaker of the 
House investigated and wondered whether we would honor the request 
over the signature of the afore-mentioned. 

Mr. I^oyd Wright, the newly designated chairman of the 
jCommission, was in Mr. Barba's outer office and Barba was anxious to 
jget a reply as quickly as possible. It is recalled that Mr. Wright 
had contacted Mr. Nichols on 12/l5/55 5 requesting that the Bureau 
undertake a full field investigation immediately on all 12 members of 
the Commission on Government Security. Wright pointed out that some 
had already been investigated but he wanted their Investigations 
brought up to date. 


Mr. Nichols in discussing the matter with Mr. Wright indicated^ 
that the Bureau would be glad to make any investigations if directed to 
do so by proper authority. 


After checking with Mr. Nichols, I called Mr. Barba and 

( advised that we would be glad'to conduct an investigation if we did 
receive a letter from the Vice President and one from the Speaker of 
the House and i£is gas in accord with the White House's wishes. 


He 


ed tha^CftfcP' 

ijV, 


that they did'^1, 
unig&t be named to t 
fcopfes of summaries 
A/ere submitted to them. 


provrd 


ommlsslon should be conducted as it 
of the Commission. He did not think 
their 

ouse 

emission. 


White House desired they be investigated} 
pa'ss upon any Senators or Congressmen who 
is sion but they would be »ry hmpfj to get 
'M it was not known that Ofcpies of summaries 
Barba thought that investigations of the 


< tl 

H 

0 


qualifications and, consequently, uj.ua 
in a position of saying it had cleared all members 


was in keeping with the spirit 
the White House should pass upon 
didn't want to put the White 

of the 


AR:ush 
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Memorandum to Mr. Boardman 


Commission on Government Security 


ACTION TO BE TAKEN: 

. 1) Upon receipt of appropriate letters from the Vice 

President auid Speaker of the House, appropriate investigation will 
be conducted. 

2) Summaries should be furnished to the Vice President 
and the Speaker of the House on their respective appointees. 

.3) It should not be made known to either the Speaker of 

I the House or the Vice President but copies of summaries should be 
furnished to Mr. Barba so the White House will have the background 
on them. 


4) It is also believed that copies of summaries should 
be furnished to the Attorney General. 




SAC, Los Angeles 
Director, FBI 


January 5* 1956 
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LOYD WRIGHT 
INFORMATION CONCERNING 

Rearlet 12/21/55. 

Relet seta out In detail information eon* 
earning Mr, Wright taken from "Who's who In Amerloa," 
eoples of whloh are available to the Bureau In 
Washington, D. C. While the Interest which prompted 
you to forward this Information to the Bureau Is 
appreciated, you should have realised this constituted 
useless reporting. 


In the future, when it Is desired to direct 
the Bureau's attention to Information appearing in a 
publication whloh good Judgment would lndloate to be 
readily available for review at the Seat of Government, 
it should be done by merely identifying the particular 
publication. 
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STANDARD TORM NO. M 


Office Mem . uudum • united states government 


TO 


FROM 


Mr. Tolson 


DATE: April 5, 1956 


L. B* Niche 




SUBJECT: 


"Icalled M r. McGuire in my absenq^early this 



Wincerrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 


o asmsfi_snau_ 
> 1 

inaa just raia mm mac ix)va wngni i 

of the Civil Service Commission today and that 

Holloman 

iuld ask 

for a copy of the'Cirector's testimony before the old 

- .Vi*. 


presented tc[ 


testimo ny should be made public. 


since a que stion will a rise as to whether the Director's 


should give the testimony to Wright. , 
quickly as possible as to our feeling on the matter. V 
wants the testimony for the use of the Commission. L 



Veit that if the testimony was public 
jasked us to call him as 
R esumes Wright 

_ __ --t-V JL- '- 

I have now finished reviewing the Director's testimony which was 
given in December of 1947 (exact date not known) a copy of which is attached. I 
| frankly can see no objection to their making the testimony public. 

, \ 

On pages 95 and the top of 96, the Director clearly puts it up to the 
Loyalty Review Board as to whether the identity of confidential informants should 
be given and if it is the Board's wish, the Director will have Agents advise everyone 
in advance that they must be ready to testify. 


On page 112, there is a colloquy with old 


about 


putting derogatory personal information in reports, which I think is no 
objectionable when it is remembered that under the Loyalty Program we operated 
on a very narrow base. 


If approved, I will tell [ 


so far as we are concerned, we have 


no objection to releasing the testimony to Wright, although the decision is that of 
Civil Service as this testimony was given under the old Loyalty Review Board 



Program. 


Enclosure 
cc: Mr. Boar dm an 
Mr. Belmont 
Mr. Rosen 
LBN:arm:nl 
(5) 
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•TAMDARO FORM HO. 04 


Office A/LePlC dflduiTl • united sta as government 


TO 


FROM 


Mr. Toison 


DATE; April 8, 1956 


L. B. Nic 


SUBJECT: 


w 



Parsons . 


Rosen . 
Tamm _ 


With refere nce tof 


a conversation with 
testimony before the old 
advise that I was unable to get[ 
him this morning, I suggested 


land LoytTWright* 
Civil Service Lov; 


Nease _ 

| caH of yesterday regardingT ele. Room 
;ht’s desire to secure the Director's Hollor " an 


oyalty Review Board, I wish to 

_last evening. In a conversation with 1 

since this involved a policy consideration, 
we felt that the matter should be referred to | |then inquired 



whether we would interpose objection if[ (staled it was satisfactory. I 

I told him that we would not interpose objection; that this was a policy decision 


| up to[ 


and, of course, to the Civil Service Commission since the Director’s 


testimony is a part of the records of the old Loyalty Review Board. 


The Director, in his memorandum of April 5, 1956, covering 
his conversation with Loyd Wright, stated that he would like to have the testimony 
reviewed, which we have already done, and if there was no reason to the contrary, 
a copy should be sent to Wright. I assume that the Director's note on my 
memorandum of April 5 and your instructions of last evening now change the 
Director’s request in his memorandum of April 5 and, accordingly, unless advised 
to the contrary, a communication is not being prepared for Wright transmitting 
the testimony. 


cc: Mr. Boardman 
Mr. Belmont 
Mr. Rosen 
LBN: arm 
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9TAKMRD FORM NO. 64 


Office Memorandum 

ffs 


TO 


FROM 


SUBJECT: 


Mr. Tolson// 

iff' 

i. B. 


UNITED STAx^S GOVERNMENT 

DATE: 4-9-56 




talked 


^informed me on the late afternoon of 4-6 
that he had talked wlth j [ regarding the policy matter 

of releasing the Direct^ a test imony before the Civil Service Loyalty 


Mohr_ 

Parsons - 

Rosen _ 

Tamm_ 

Nease _ 


Winrerrowd . 
Tele. Room 


Review Board to Lpj<rwr|gJit. 


had talked to the Bureau and was told by 
position was that this was a policy question, aitft 


Hoi 1 o manf^^L_. 

Enqui red whether Donegan Y “j 

"] that he had, that the Bqr-" ' 

out 


had checked with 
t Cc 


with th^wright Commission 
to do this and that I 


then inquired of 
who had been designated as 


gh we had no objection] 
whether he,Q 


1 




I 


aison in the Department 
| ~| stated he had not and | \ told him 

will then take the matter up with the Attornev-^a^ral 


_|then informed 

that he didn't think 


]that he couldn't quite 


was establishing policy, that 


il 


understand this, 

this was a policy question, an d he wanted to know for the future whether he WsEf 
to come to T I told I that in the future he was to take 

policy matters up with ! [ expr essed ama zement at this and 

a la ck of under standing of such a new procedure. | ) hen told_ 

that ! l in the past was all the time complaining that he didn't know what 


was going on, that i n this way they could remedy this situation, 
then pointed out that 


everything that was going on. 


] 


|has been sitt ing in on h is Committee and knew 
Whereupon,| I stated that he would call 

a meeting of his Committee at 11:00 a. m., 


M pndav 
land 


amazed at the instructions given 
matters to be a t the mee ting after which he will men in] 5 
matter. 


asl |wa£ 

is canceling 
r inject himself into the 


was absolutely 
is canceling other 


told 

had not made any request for the Director's testimony and he, 
no observations pertaining to the testimony. 


jthat he had seen Loyd Wrig ht but Wr ight 


had made 


\ 


[further stated that 
Loyd Wright had seen tne Attorney General 
no mention of | 


~hac 

Korn< 


~P P 

did mention this to Loyd Wright who thought that it was a good idea. 


d informed him that 
the Attorney General had made 
peration and the coordination setup; however, Ladd 


cc - Mr. 
cc - Mr. 
cc - Mr. 


LBN:nl 
\ 




Boardman 

Belmont 

Rosen 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

DATE: 4/25/58 


«.*, 4 ^ *'* 


TO * i 


FROM : 


SUBJBCT: 


Mr. Tolson 


L. B. Nichols 




and 


Tracy stopped in my office on 
4/24/56, while I was out. oleine city and mentioned to Mr. McGuire 
that they were inquiring as to the status of a statement on the prese 
[dangers of the Communist Party as they understood JUmi-Jkright 


[had made a request for the same. I don't know why 
(asking for such a statement as I told him on 4/16/56^ 


that 



persists in 
I was unaware 


X 


of any such request being made of the Bureau but that the Director did 

have a request pertaining to weaknesses and that this was presently in fffaif**' 

the process of being handled. This was subsequently sent to Wright. ^ 

~ will tell h im we a re not doing. LBN 

_ jalso inquired as to the status of the Attorney General's, 


ruling on the question of investigating members of the Commission already 
appointed ofTWhoin no investigation had been previously conducted. | 
ii adust .i tliai this was a policy matter which had been referred to the 
Attorney General but that we had had no word back as yet from the 

itatu ■ ‘ mani. 
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Welfare State Close, ^ 
K C. Bankers Told 


By S. Oliver Goodman 

Financial Editor 


A 



60 J 


HOT SPRINGS, Va., June 8—America is closer to the welfare 
state than most citig^G realize. Washington bankers were told 
| here today by Loy#nVright, chairman of the Cofnmiiouion on 

Government J - 

, On every hand, Wright said,) 
people are aligning themselves 
linto factions and pressure 
groups "for the purpose of 
currying spe¬ 
cial favor at 
the hands of 
the Govern- 
ment.” 

Political cam- 
paigns, he add¬ 
ed, have been 
c h a racteriZed 
by elass ap¬ 
peals to the 

selfish inter¬ 
ests of a class. . .. 

He cited the Wright 

farmers, labor unions, war vet¬ 
erans and certain industries 
and businesses as "seeking pro-1 
tection from the necessity of! 
proving their worth at thp mar- ; 
ket place. The quest for secu¬ 
rity has replaced the search for 
opportunity:” 

Wright spoke at the second 
day of the 38th convention of 
the.D. C. Bankers Association 
in the Homestead. 

High Time to Take Bearing 

Asserting that two world 
wars and the financial collapse I 
of 1928 may have justified des-‘ 
perate measures, Wright em¬ 
phasized it is high time that 1 
we took our bearings "to de¬ 
termine where we departed 
from the road laid down by 
the constitution and the tradi¬ 
tions of traditional liberty.’* 

Only history fan tell, he said, 
whether we were justified in 
submitting so much to a cen¬ 
tralized government because 
| of expediency. “I think we com- 
jmit a tragic blunder in doing 
Iso," he said. 

Wright also pointed out 
"other frightening signs of the 
lethargy of the American peo¬ 
ple in relation to their Gov¬ 
ernment.” 

He criticized the tendency to 
follow the demagogue in his 
promises of Utopia and the low 
I interest in voting. This results, 

noumjements.” 


iC 
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said, is the fact that Congress! 
has found It necessary to create] 
a ‘‘Commission on Government! 
Security." Wright, immediate 
past president of the American 
Bar Association, was appointed 
chairman of this commission 
last November. . 

3 iblto Confidence Needed 
“Our republic,” Judge B«- 

in saldp'will survive so Ibrgf 
as—and only so long as—the 
public has confidence in and re¬ 
spect for our courts, the bar 
and administration of justice. 

‘‘We tell the world that ours 
is a government of laws, not of 
'men. The curious part of all 
this is that, while the citizens 
have a fair, understanding of 
their responsibilities in our 
democracy with respect to the 
executive and legislative 
branches, the average citizen 
thinks of the administration of 
justice as solely the concern of 
lawyers and judges. 

| “We must concede that man- ; 
made law is not and never will 
be perfect or static. Such law 
must grow and expand with the 
times. To attain that proper 
growth and expansion is every¬ 
body’s business, not alone that 
of the judges and lawyers.” 

Judge Bastian also empha¬ 
sized the average citizen’s duty, 
when called upon, to serve as a 
juror, a witness, or in the re¬ 
habilitation of probationers and 
parolees. Cooperation of citi¬ 
zens also is needed, he said in 
combating juvenile delin¬ 
quency. ~ 

One Sad Note 

* A sad note at' the bankers 
convention was the absence of. 
j85-year-old Albert S. Gatley, 
[treasurer of the D. C. Bankers 
[Association since 1913. This 
marks only the second time in 
[38 years that Gatley has failed 
| to read his meticulous report of 
the association’s finances. Gat¬ 
ley was reported in ill health. 

In his absence, the financial 
report was read by Frank A. 
Gunther, second vice president 
of the association, / 
Presiding at today’s session 
was Daniel J. Callahan Jr., who 
is slated to become president 1 
of the association. He is first 
vice president this year. 

The convention will wind up 
on Saturday with election and 
instilation'of new officers, elec¬ 
tion, of a council of administra¬ 
tion, and an address by Fred F. 
Florence, president, of Ameri 
can Bankers Association. 

Also on the eloslflg businessi 
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File No. 
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NITED STATES DEPARTMENT Of JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


/ | Mr. To] son_ L 

Ai r ^ I ^ r - Nichols ..... 
^ r - /Oilman 


WASHINGTON iS,®. C. 

D/T03e H02IAJJ 

■ij, 

y H nO i ij„ /x 

July 17, 1956 01 ^ «• i -i>* ^ 

Director, FBI ( \jS%- 

*y/«/ 

LA, Madrid. Spain / 

d5 

Mr.^LOYH, WIGHT 

CHAIRMAN. OF THE COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT SECURITY 
Information Concerning 


I Mr. *r 

Mr. 


' Mr. - 

1 f M-. - 

) Teio. i 
, I #r. ‘ 

:. iSusS 


pf 


ie: For the Bure ait’if 3fl^ferma<ti<2ygi, Mr. Loyd Wright, §pco myfm 
paniectly fefrs ^sif e and daughter, 'arrived in Madrid on Junte 26, U " 1 
1956 afiti departed July,2,. 195ft, ,, — Y 

Mr. Wright called at- tfi^'3f&§§ C <}P%he B legal Attache, fcl A 
and the usual courtesifet wei*e e:^g^^ a 

_ He poin ted out to the writer, n in-theence of | | ffi 

_of CIA, Madrid, *rfrATf nlstAp was for the r*TJ 

purpose of receiving a first-hand impression of the security *"" 
situation as reflected in the foreign posts. Mr. Wright * j| 

discussed the necessity of having government security super- IJj 
vised to , a particular government agency which would carry the 
generalj|ecu|5. ty responsibilities, regardless of the govern^ - 
ment agency ivolved. He bel ieved that this would lead to a 
more unTrorrayTEurltv program and sta ndard . .He_expressedJthe^" 

J9 gg... ) - ting goverm ent a gen cy, such as' the _ ^ 

FBI f |vould “rro^ibly ,takp over thi s genera l^* 

resronsiylityfor F.overr ^pt Tri 

discussi^ vd.-® the writer, the' 'pHtihtfrjjk si brought up that 
generalljfcfrhe Agency loyalty ( ^hgards had come under review 
under those cases where adverse 4ufctiOnpwas taken against the 
employee, and that some review mi T ht be'•sAfei sable over those 
cases in which the board’s decimade*in favor of tji& •'to"'to-/ 
employee. Mr. Wright r^^^te^arty^sflf&stions the writer? ____ s/ & (i 
might have concerning Inb feSwuation, .Z. 

problem specifically ^ip co un ferr i nwoipk abroad. The writer 
had ndrsuggestions ^'r^fiW^jkodyning the^ 14 

matters. * ■ ^ ac . . 

These detail* are bdfi $ g p forwarded ^•■ft»C‘Bui*eau, 
and Mr. Wright stated thatyn his return to the U.$. latfr 
in the siunmerJ^hij^UwSSato call on the Director. / 

»=45AW2119S8 \ : r c ' 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


Office Memoranda\ 


Mr. Nichols 


naum • 

w 


DATBs April 19, 1957 


FROM : 

subject: MRS. LOYB^RIGHT 

SPECIAL TOUR OF BUREAU 


After arrangements were made through the office of 
Mr. Nichols, Mrs. Loyd Wright , the wife of the Chairman of the 
Commission on Government Security, and her two granddaughters 
we re met on Apri l 18, 1957, at the Director's reception room by 
SA j of Crime Records Section and were taken on a 

very special tour of the Bureau. Mrs. Wright stated she was 

I most appreciative of the opportunity of visiting the Bureau and 
letting her granddaughters learn how the FBI operates. She did 
not request to meet the Director during the tour. 
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federal bureau of investigation 
united states department of just.ce 

10:15AM April 18, 1957 



Sectio^,XI gsenilv ^ Cri d me Records 

l‘°« of «heB^f C “ d -.ingo„ 


la tour 0 ,"he Bn „ y c , onduct ‘"e o.. 
-Wight Zd ^?' M rs - loyd 
* her two grandchildren. 

fm: Sector? * >een "° re « uest t0 “«* the 
The tour was arranged by Mr. Nichols* 


Mr. Belmont 
Mr. Mohr __ 
Mr. Parsons 
Mr. Rosen __ 

Mr. Tamm _ 

Mr. Trotter'' 
Mr. Jones __ 

Mr. Nease_ 

Tele. Room_ 
Mr. Holloman 
Miss Holmes. 
Miss Gandy_ 
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TO 


F&OM 


SUBJBCT: 


MR. 


MR. 



LOYD WRIGH 


• UNITED STA^.S GOVERNMENT 


datb: October 31, 1957 


.11« 
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Commission on Government security 
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Loyd Wright was the main speaker at the Annual Banquet 
of the American Society for Industrial Security at the 
Mayflower Hotel, Washington, D. C., on the evening of 
October 30, 1957. His address (attached), "Securing America’s 
Productive Strength, " in effect was a description of certain aspects 
of the work of the Commission on Government Security, particularly 
as it related to industrial security, and a plea for members of the 
Society to put pressure on Congress to see that the recommendations 
of the Commission were accepted. At the end of his talk, Mr. Wrighj 
departed from the script and forcefully declared that the menace of 
world communism and Soviet Russia has increased, rather than ■ 
decreased, and that the American people had better wake up to this 

Subsequent to the banquet, I chatted with Mr. Wright. He 
commented that anyone who took Attorney General Brownell’s place 
would be in for tough sledding for the next three years and that 
while he liked Bill Rogers, he was, in effect, a boy trying to do a 
man’s job and would be under a real disadvantage as he will have o- 
lost the head of his Criminal Division and the head of his Internal 
Security Division. Wright felt there was a need for a strong, ^ 
mature man to head the Department of Justice; a man who could go ^ 
out to the various parts of the country and insist on securing highly 
competent attorneys to head the various United States Attorneys' 
offices—if necessary, on a sacrifice basis as public-spirited 
citizens. 


Tele. Room _ 
Holloman_ 







Wright apparently has respect and regard for the Bureau, 
although he did say, in pa ssing, that durin g the work of the Commission, 


while Director Hoover an< 


X 


3 ! 


pparently agreed with the 


work of the Commission, they did not afford him the assistance 
which he would have liked*-, 
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Memorandum to Mr. Boardman from Mr. Belmont 


Re: Loyd Wright 

Commission on Government Security 


Mr. Wright was very outspoken concer ning the need to 
preserve security. While he was chatting withP 
of t he Air Force . Stanley Tracy and me, he got into a discussion 

with_on the Pearson leaks, apparently referring to the 

public statements he (Wright) had made to the Moss Committee 
and the suit w hich Pearson has instituted ag ainst him. He 
arranged withl for a meeting with 


next week, in order to get the Department of 


Detense oaca oi nim, as he intends to take a strong stand, publicly 
testifying before a Senate Judiciary Committee if necessary. 

Mr. Tracy mentioned to me later that the Attorney General had made 
available to Loyd Wright. Justice Department files showing details, 
bf Department of Defense in vestigation of leaks by Pearson and that 
these files showed the Department had been pr epared to go ahead- 
witn urana jury action against Pearson, but apparently the 
Attorney General backed down . Tracy said Wright is taking the 
position that he^will publicly testify concerning these matters and 
will dare the Department to do something about it, on the basis 
that if they wouldn't prosecute Pearson, they can't prosecute 
him either. 
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Address of Loyd Wright, Chairman 
Commission on Government Security 
Before the American Society for 
Industrial Security 
Washington, D.C. 

Wednesday, October 30, 1957 

SECURING AMERICA 1 S PRODUCTIVE STRENGTH 

I am deeply grateful for the honor of your invitation, 
and for the privilege of joining in your meeting. Like every 
citizen who is concerned with the vital questions of security, 

I have watched with interest the growth of this organization. 

In a few short years your society has assumed a leading role in 
the nation T s defense. With the benefit of combined thinking 
and cooperative effort, security officers in all branches of 
industry have been able to do a more effective job in protecting 
this country's productive strength. For your vigorous and 
devoted work, you have earned the commendation and the gratitude 
of the nationas a whole. 

The notion is current in some circles today that security 
is the concern of Government alone. Many of our citizens appear 
to be more interested in what the Constitution permits them to 
get away with than in their responsibilities for the security of 
one hundred and seventy million fellow citizens and for the 
preservation of America. Some seem to think that in the security 
field the Government is aligned on one side and the people 
as a whole on the other. In these unhappy days of precarious 
peace and ideological war, national security is the concern 
of every responsible citizen. I welcome this opportunity to 

- 1 - 
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meet with a group that has demonstrated so ably and convincingly 
this sense of responsibility, and its realistic awareness of 
the paramount problem of our time, and I particularly am gratified 
to meet again with so many of you with whom it was my honor and 
privilege to work in the labors of the Commission. I am happy 
too to meet so many old friends, among them your loyal and my 
loyal friend and splendid citizen, Stan Tracy. May I be privileged 
to say here that in the studies I conducted the work of the 
Security Officers both in industry and in government stood out in 
bold relief for their accomplishment and devotion to duty, all too 
often denied what would appear to be necessary tools of their 
trade and constantly frustrated by ideological decisions. 

As most of you know, for the greater pari of-the past two 
years I have been privileged to work on the Commission on Govern™ , 
ment Security. Our task is now complete. The final report of 
the Commission has been submitted to the President and the Congress, 
our staff has been disbanded, and our offices are closed. But our 
work was only the first step in the job to be done. In the coming 
session of Congress, far-reaching decisions will be made concerning 
the effort to assure that this nation, and the free world 
dependent upon it, shall endure. In the last analysis, the final 
authority rests with the American people, and in an informed and 
responsible public opinion. In the approaching consideration of 
the security programs, this society can make a signal contribution 
to the welfare of the nation. With your expert knowledge of the 
problems of security and the difficulties of putting principle into 
practice, you stand in a unique position. No group outside govern- 
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meat shares your knowledge. The voice of your collective judg¬ 
ment will command attention and respect in the forum of public 
opinion. Your views will be heard and heeded in the legislative 
halls. Because of the special responsibility you bear in the 
endeavor to establish a sound and workable system for protecting 
the nation, I could it a privilege indeed to discuss with you the 
recommendations of the Commission. 

A few words concerning the origin and work of the Commission 
may provide a useful background for the evaluation of our proposals. 
In recent years, criticism of the existing loyalty-security 
programs has become widespread. On one side are ranged those 
who find the system to be inexcusably weak, leaving the nation 
dangerously vulnerable to the forces of subversion. On the other 
side is the opinion that the prevailing practices are unduly harsh, 
unnecessarily invading the fundamental rights of the individual, 
and raising the spectre of the police state. The conflicting 
views were fully aired before the Sub-committee on Reorganization 
of the Senate Committee on Government Operations in extensive hear¬ 
ings held in 1955. On the basis of the report of these hearings, 
an Act creating the Commission on Government Security was passed 
unanimously by both Houses of Congress. 

The responsibilities vested in the Commission by this Act 
were broad and comprehensive. The mandate included the duty to 
"study and investigate the entire Government Security Program, 
including the various statutes, Presidential orders, and adminis¬ 
trative regulations and directives under which the Government 
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seeks to protect the national security," and to examine their 
administration and operation. The Commission was enjoined to 
recommend changes necessary to achieve the declared congressional 
policy calling for a careful, consistent, and efficiently ad¬ 
ministered program that will protect the national security and 
preserve basic American rights. 

In the interests of balance between the expert knowledge 
of Government officials who had lived with the problems of security 
and the fresh point of view of the private citizen, the law 
required that one-half the Commissioners should come from public 
office and one-half from private life. Appointments were made by 
the President, the Vice-president, and the Speaker of the House, 
each selecting four members. 

The members of the Commission were finally appointed in 
November, 1955. My fellow Commissioners from the Senate were 
Senator John Stennis of Mississippi, who served as our Vice- 
chairman, and Senator Norris Cotton of New Hampshire. From the 
House of Representatives came Congressman William M. McCulloch 
of Ohio and Congressman Francis H. Walter of Pennsylvania. Two 
officials from the Executive Branch of the Federal Government 
were selected to serve: Under-secretary Louis S. Rothschild of 
the Department of Commerce and Commissioner F. Moran McConihe 
of the Public Buildings Service, General Services Administration, 
who replaced former Assistant Secretary of Defense Carter L. 

Burgess when he resigned to accept the Presidency of Trans World 
Airlines. From outside the Federal establishment came two pre¬ 
eminent educators, Chancellor Franklin D. Murphy of the University 
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of Kansas and Dr. Susan 3. Riley, Professor of English at George 
Peabody College for Teachers in Nashville and former president 
of the American Association of University Women. Former United 
States Attorney General James P. McGranery, Governor Edwin L. 
Mechem of New Mexico, and James L. Noel, a practicing lawyer 
from Houston, Texas, completed the membership of the Commission. 

The work of the Commission was carried on with the 
assistance of an able and dedicated staff of approximately eighty 
men and women, including trained investigators, former federal 
employees, lawyers, educators, newspapermen and businessmen, who 
bore the burden of obtaining, compiling, and analyzing the 
information considered by the Commissioners. For what we believe 
is the first time, a creature of the legislative branch was given 
direct access to the classified documents and files of all 
departments and agencies of the executive branch. An immense 
volume of factual data, opinion, and suggestions was gathered. 
Detailed questionnaires were submitted and lengthy interviews were 
conducted with responsible officers throughout government. 
Thousands of letters were written to private citizens and to labor 
industrial, and public service groups having a special interest 
in the federal security programs, soliciting information and views 
Notable among the responses we received was the comprehensive 
report submitted by this organization. From it we obtained 
invaluable help in our consideration of the industrial security 
programs, and many of your suggestions are embodied in the 
recommendations of our final report. 



Although no public hearings were held, a number of 
witnesses appeared privately before the Commission to offer 
advice and to answer questions. Hundreds of persons in and 
out of Government who could contribute knowledge and suggestions 
were consulted by members of the staff. Uncounted private 
citizens gave freely of their time and knowledge to aid in our 
endeavor. 

As out work progressed to the state of tentative recom¬ 
mendations, we recognized the immense benefits we could derive 
from the views of a body of citizens who had attained distinction 
in their varied fields, and who were experienced in many of the 
problems that confronted the Commission. Invitations were accord¬ 
ingly extended to a group of prominent educators, industrialists, 
clergymen, scientists, newspapermen, state officials, attorneys, 
jurists, and representatives from both labor and management to 
serve as members of a Citizens Advisory Committee to the Commission. 
One of the outstanding members of this group was your own Paul 
Hansen, and I can think of no better opportunity than this to 
acknowledge our profound debt for his generous cooperation and 
wise counsel. A joint meeting of this thirty-member committee 
with the Commission was held for three days here in Washington, 
supplying fresh viewpoints and contributing to the solution of 
many complex problems. 

The Commission’s final report, submitted in June of this 
year, is comprehensive. Despite our efforts to condense, the 
printed version runs to some 800 pages. It encompasses ten 
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security programs, with detailed analysis and complete recommendations 
for each. Objective consideration of the nation’s security efforts 
has been hampered in the past by the lack of a sound factual 
foundation for discussion. Inadequate information has fostered 
misunderstanding and suspicion. The report's full description 
of the development, the basis and the current operation of each 
of the existing systems may serve to provide a starting point for 
future criticism and change if all the recommendations should come 
to nothing. 

To make our proposed program clear and concrete, we prepared 
and submitted suggested drafts of the legislation and executive 
orders necessary to effectuate the recommended improvements. We 
were gratified when, shortly after the report was rendered, a 
number of Congressmen saw fit to sponsor the Bills we recommended 
and to urge their prompt enactment. Although the session was 
adjourned too soon for the full consideration and lengthy hear¬ 
ings which the proposals will require, we are assured that they 
will be taken up as one of the first orders of business when 
Congress re-convenes next January. 

The basic law suggested by the Commission is a Federal 
Security Act of some 106 sections, to be supplemented by four 
other Acts and several Executive Orders and Directives. It would 
be futile for me to try to describe all that we have recommended. 

I will, therefore, confine my remarks to one of the most important 
of the programs, and the subject of your special interest, the 
Industrial Security Program. A brief sketch of our recommendations 



in the field will illustrate the general philosophy that guided 
our work and the basic principles that carry over to other 
programs as well. 

Today there are few to deny the need for protecting the 
nation’s secret weapons from espionage and sabotage. Technological 
developments in the arts of destruction have made the preservation 
of peace depend in major part upon a margin of superiority or a 
degree of doubt in the techniques of modern war. Dangers that 
once were months away today are minutes away. In this hour, the 
nation must heed those unhappy chapters in history marked not only 
by the acts of foreign agents but by betrayal by our fellow citizens 
as well. The daily newspapers reveal with unmistakable clarity 
that there has been no relenting in the campaign of subversion, 
and that the conspiracy of International Communism still directs 
its weapons of deception and intrigue toward the weak links in 
the chain of American security. Our defensive strength depends 
upon the efficiency, the technical skill, and the productive 
power of private industry. Vital information, which must necessarily 
be entrusted to defense industries, can be kept from enemy hands 
only through a realistic and effective security system, as free 
from error as human institutions can be made. 

Thoughtful persons, familiar with the prevailing program, 
have consistently pointed out as a major defect its cumbersome 
and inefficient machinery. Trammeled by red tape and weighted 
down by a complex administrative superstructure, the current 
industrial security system too often operates slowly and waste- 
fully. A large portion of the program falls within the 
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jurisdiction of the Department of Defense, and despite commendable 
improvement in recent years, shortcomings I firmly believe still 
remain. For example, a company which enters into contracts with 
two of the branches of the Armed Forces may be required to supply 
duplicate personnel security questionnaires. Employees may be 
subjected to repeated investigations and adjudications. Varying 
interpretations of regulations and diverse directives often 
create uncertainty andconfusion. Lines of responsibility are 
not clear, and unnecessary delay is often entailed. It often 
appears that the Army, Navy, and Air Force are operating not 
under one program but under three entirely separate and distinct 
systems. 

The Commission has sought to remedy the situation by 
proposing a single responsible authority for the security 
aspects of all procurement contracts under the jurisdiction 
of the Department of Defense. We were aware, of course, that 
unification of the Armed Forces has been advanced as the cure- 
all for many ills, and not always with unqualified success. 

But any degree of uniformity in this field should yield a full 
return in savings both to the Government and the Contractor. 

The undivided responsibility, under the Commission's recommenda¬ 
tion, would be vested in an Office of Security to be established 
in the Office of the Security of Defense. The new office would 
operate directly through Defense, and the three military depart¬ 
ments would be relieved of responsibility. The officers and 
personnel presently assigned to industrial security duties in 
the Departments of the Army, Navy, and Air Force would be 
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transferred to the suggested Office of Security, and all dealings 
between the Contractor and the Defense Department would be 
conducted directly through this office. 

The Atomic Energy Commission, The Department of Commerce, 
The National Science Foundation, and several other Departments 
and Agencies also operate industrial security programs. Although 
under the Commission's recommendations all would have a common 
statutory basis, they would be administered independently at the 
operating level. To coordinate these activities with those of 
the Department of Defense, and with the other Government Security 
Programs such as The Federal Civilian Employees Program, the 
Commission recommends the creation of a Central Security Office, 
an independent, non-political agency in the executive branch. 

I think the members of the Commission on Government 
Security need yield to no one in their dislike of adding still 
another bureau to the pyramid of commissions, boards, agencies, 
and offices now functioning in the federal establishment. But 
in the past there have been some seven committees, agencies, and 
offices endeavoring, on a part-time, incidental basis, to bring 
some semblance of order and consistency to the total security 
effort. Even among those coordinators, coordination has been 
lacking. On a larger scale, the same difficulties that plague 
the industrial security program within the Department of Defense 
have impeded the total security program of the Federal Govern¬ 
ment. Duplication, overlapping responsibility, and inconsistent 
standards and directives have exacted their toll. We are all 
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familiar, I fear, with the public spectacle of conflicting rulings 
upon the clearance of the same man between different departments 
or agencies. The people’s confidence in the programs that protect 
them has been shaken. To subject the employee to r epeated 
interrogation, investigation, and hearings imposes an unconscionable 
burden. The proposed Central Security Office would eliminate 
these drawbacks. Through its operations, clearances would be 
transferable from one government agency to another, from govern¬ 
ment employment to private employment under the Industrial 
Security Program, and generally throughout the whole federal 
security system. 

The Central Security Office would also fill an important 
need in coordinating the directives and regulations issued under 
the separate programs. Manuals and contract clauses would be 
examined for consistency and simplicity. Suggestions and recom¬ 
mendations would be made by the central office, both to the 
operating agencies and departments and to the President who might 
embody the proposals in a universal executive order. A much- 
needed certainty, with renewed public confidence and restored 
employee morale should be the result. 

Another major function of the proposed Central Security 
Office would be the holding of hearings under the various security 
programs, including the industrial. Instead of the three-man 
board now common, a single hearing examiner would conduct the 
proceeding. He would be assigned to the case from a register of 
carefully selected, specially trained, full-time employees of the 
Central Security Office with no other duties. At present, 
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persons holding responsible, demanding jobs are designat'd to 
serve on hearing panels from time to time™ But both the interests 
of the individual and of the nation demand that the critical 
decision shall not be left to casual, part-time amateur judges. 

The person whose job and reputation are in jeopardy has a right to 
be assured of the same standard of training and ability he would 
expect upon the bench in a court of law. He is entitled to a 
judge who was chosen for the job, and possesses the qualifications 
appropriate for it, and not one who was hired to do some other 
job. The employee deserves the decision of a man who has time 
for full deliberation, one who need not put the case aside because 
of the prior claim of other responsibilities. 

The Central Security Office would conduct training programs 
not only for these hearing examiners but for other security per¬ 
sonnel as well. In current practice, public officials discharging 
security responsibilities sometimes have neither the experience 
nor the competence for the delicate and balanced judgments to be 
made. The situation prevailing in the industrial security program 
may be taken as typical. The military personnel assigned to a 
plant manufacturing secret material often perform security duties 
only as a sideline, with no special training. Transfers and sub¬ 
stitutions prevent the accumulation of needed experience. There 
is reason to believe that much of the difficulty with the existing 
program could be obviated simply by raising the abilities of the 
men responsible to the level prevailing in private industry. 

In the interests of fairness and uniformity, our Commission 
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report also calls for a Central Review Board, to be established 
within the proposed Central Security Office, to hear appeals, upon 
the employee’s request, after the hearing conducted by the single 
examiner. The Review Board would consider the cases on the basis 
of the written record of the proceeding below, from all branches 
of the security system involving employment with the government 
or in private industry. It would accordingly replace the Review 
Board now maintained in the Department of Defense. The decision 
at either stage would be only advisory, and could be accepted or 
rejected by the head of the Department or Agency. Thus, for the 
Defense Department’s programs, the Secretary of Defense would 
remain free to overrule the decision of the Hearing Examiner or 
the Review Board. As the man who must answer for the way his office 
is run and for the protection of secret information committed to 
his charge, the agency head, we believed, must be vested with the 
final authority to hire and fire. 

The hearing procedures now in effect in the industrial 
security program would undergo considerable change under the 
Commission’s recommendations. In the first place, private con¬ 
tractors would be relieved of the burden of carrying an employee, 
hired for specific work on restricted duties, on the payroll 
pending his clearance. Upon certification from the company that 
the man will be employed if he is cleared, a ruling upon 
clearance may be obtained before hiring. Whether the person 
involved presently holds a job or is only an applicant, he would 
be entitled to a fair hearing upon definite charges and specific 
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evidence. Because adjudication of disloyalty carry grave 
consequences, both economic and social, the greatest possible 
care must be taken to avoid error or mischance on such questions. 
If charges reflect adversely on the employee’s loyalty, the 
Commission has recommended that the individual be given a general 
right to confront the witnesses against him, qualified only by 
the demands of national security for the case of the regularly 
established confidential informant, employed in intelligence 
work by an investigating agency which certifies that his identity 
cannot be revealed. No information supplied by other informants 
--neighbors, fellow employees, or acquaintances—could be con¬ 
sidered unless they appeared to testify, either in person or by 
deposition, under oath and with full cross-examination. As a 
corollary to this right, the subpoena power would be conferred, 
to be exercised for the Government or the individual, and to 
extend to any person except a certified intelligence agent or an 
informant who supplied information on the condition that he would 
not be called to appear. These recommendations, if adopted, would 
serve at the same time to protect the interests of the nation 
and of the employee. By providing a more solid foundation in 
fact for the decision, the plan would provide for surer identi¬ 
fication of security risks, and guard against loss of the services 
of a valuable employee through mistaken identification or other 
error. 

The requirements of confrontation would not of course 
apply at the screening stage. Here the existing program would 
be retained without substantial change. All information obtained 
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would be reported, as at present, and the investigators would be 
specifically directed to include all information they collect, 
the good with the bad. Sources would not be discouraged or 
dried up. since a person requested to supply information would 
still be empowered to impose a binding condition that he should 
not be called as a witness. 

The standard by which the cases are to be judged would 
be changed from the present order, which asks whether clearance 
would be clearly consistent with the interests of the national 
security, to provide that clearance should be denied or revoked 
if it is determined, on the basis of all the available informa¬ 
tion, that access to classified information and materials will 
endanger the common defense and security. This new standard, 
similar to that now employed by the Atomic Energy Commission, 
would make it clear that the employee need not come forward with 
evidence to establish his reliability in the absence of any 
specific charge: the burden of proof in the first instance 
would rest with the Government. 

The specific criteria provided to guide the application 
of the standard are, under the report, reduced in number and 
clarif ied. In the opinion of the Commission, any person claim¬ 
ing the privilege of access to classified information bears the 
obligation cf disclosing fully all information at his disposal 
which might aid in combating subversive influences, and any 
employee who invoked t he privilege against self-incrimination 
casts grave doubt on his qualifications to occupy a position of 


-15 



trust involving the self-preservation of the nation. Accordingly, 
a plea of the Fifth Amendment, under the Commission^ recommenda¬ 
tions, would support arevocation or denial of clearance unless 
the refusal to answer were adequately explained. 

The Industrial Security Program is designed to preserve 
defense secrets, to guard against the loss or compromise of 
information vital to the national security. Since the classi¬ 
fication of documents and information by Government officials 
fixed the boundaries of the Industrial Security Program, the 
proper exercise of the power to classify is essential to a useful, 
effective program. Unfortunately, the Commission concluded that 
the rubber stamp of secrecy has been overworked. Particularly, 
we founi that information has been classified as "Confidential" 
without the remotest justification in reasonable security pre¬ 
cautions. The standard laid down in the governing executive order 
for this category of classification is so vague that the persons 
who must decide are left with no meaningful guide. The problem 
is accentuated by the fact that the power t o classify as Confi¬ 
dential is widely diffused into the lower echelons of the govern¬ 
ment, and must be exercised by persons who have no real basis for 
appraising the danger to the national security. By seeking to 
extend the available means of protection over too great a 
quantity of information, the Government extends its lines of 
defense too far and too thin, leaving inadequate safeguards 
for the Top Secret and Secret information that clearly demands 
the maximum degree of secrecy. Today, somewhat more than half of 
all classified information falls into the Confidential category. 
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In the Industrial Security Program, the huge adminis¬ 
trative and investigative burdens of providing adequate 
protection for ALL classified information have led the 
Government to authorize the Contractor to clear his employees 
for access to confidential information. The responsibility thus 
imposed is less than fair for the private companies involved, 
and less than adequate if the information actually demands 
secrecy. The Contractor has no nation-wide investigating staff 
at his command, and the Government files are ordinarily closed 
to him. For these reasons, the Commission has recommended that 
the confidential classification be abolished for the future, and 
that clearances should be dispensed with immediately for contracts 
involving only Confidential information. The adoption of this 
proposal should serve to permit the Government to bring to bear 
all its security capacities and resources upon the Secret and 
Top Secret information that must be preserved inviolate if the 
nation is to survive. 

In the course of its work, the Commission on Government 
Security considered the proposal that clearance should be required 
for access to any installation or plant which would be vital to 
defense in case of war, even though no classified information 
could be obtained and regardless of the e xistence of any govern¬ 
ment contract. This proposal, usually referred to as the Butler 
Bill, we were forced to reject. In the total warfare of the 
modern world, practically all productive activity would be vital 
in time of actual hostility. The scope of such a program would be 
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extremely broad, encompassing not only heavy industry, iron, 
steel, and munitions, but also automotives, machine tools, 
electronics, transportation, public utilities, chemical, 
pharmaceuticals, communications, including telephone, radio, 
television, and newspapers, and food industries as well. The 
cost of a program sufficient to clear all employees in every such 
industry would be staggering; the manpower required would be 
enormous. The management of any careful company may be reasonably 
expected to take measures to assure that its plant will not be 
crippled by sabotage. In the event of armed attack, the imminent 
dangers can be readily identified, and immediate steps can be 
taken. This is a calculated risk that warrants taking. 

There is much more that I should like to discuss with 
you. The protection of information shared with Allied Nations, 
as under the proposed exchange of missile data with the MATO 
Nations, the programs for excluding security risks from critical 
seaports and international airports and frcm international sea 
and air crews, the control of passports and visas — all are 
vital matters falling within theCommission , s mandate, and 
matters with which we are all concerned. 

In closing, may I commend our report to your careful 
consideration. While we hope for your agreement and support for 
our recommendations; because we believe them to be sound, we 
expect and indeed we will welcome constructive criticism as well. 
Cur job will be done if informed and fair-minded citizens like 
yourselves find our work worthy of full and thoughtful considera- 
t ion „ 
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Is Sued by 
Pearson 


Columnist Drew Pearson 
filed a $352,000 libel^jiit yes 
terday against Ln 
chairman of the tromnUssion 
on Government Security and 
former president of the Amer¬ 
ican Bar Association. 

The suit was filed in District 
Court through Attorney John 
Donovan. It contended Wright) 
defamed Pearson in a letter 
and later in a press release. 

The complaint stated that 
the letter was written by 
Wright to Rep. John^E. Moss 
(D-Calif.) on June 28. Moss is 
chairman of the House Gov¬ 
ernment Information Subcom¬ 
mittee. The press release was 
Issued by Wright July 1 in 
connection with the report 
rendered by the Wright Com¬ 
mission, the suit said. 

The Wright Commission 
called for an overhaul of the 
Nation’s loyalty-security pro¬ 
grams and also proposed legis¬ 
lation to make it a crime for 
a personal knowingly to pass 
on classified information. The 
measure would apply to news-, 
papermen as well as Govern. I 
mVM*«fficials and others. 4 ' 
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Yesteruay Stanley Tracy advised tnat we should be most 
cautious in any dealings we might have with Richard Combs, who was 
a Consultant to the Commission on Government Security. He stated 
that Combs is from Visalia, California, and is a lawyer who is 
connected with the California Subversive Activities Committee and may be ); j dJ fffa-' 

a Bureau contact.' Tracy stated he considers Combs to be unreliable anf- — -- 

unethical and believes we should inform our SACs Q J^be c areful in any 
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complained to Loyd Wright concerning Combs and he was not thereafter called 
back as a Consultant. He further advised confidentially that Loyd Wright 
is shipping a good bit of his material from hi,s files here at the Commission 
on Government Security to Combs. I asked Tracy for further elaboration 
and he did not indicate a willingness to furnish it but stated he planned to 
come in before long to see the Director and furnish him some information 

( regarding Pearson s suit against LoycTforight and would also furnish 
inform^i^n ^r^ ardin |^ ComD8. 

A review of our files reflects that at the request of 
Douglas R. Price of the Commission on Government Security we conducted an 
applicant-type investigation concerning Combs which was furnished to the 
Commission on May 17, 1956. This investigation was very favorable and he 
was highly recommended except for one individual who would not recommend 
him because he thought Combs had yielded to political pressure. The investi¬ 
gation ii\jUcates^hat up until 1940 Combs practiced Law in Visalia, California, 
but from 1940 he has been Counsel for the California Committee on 
Un-American Activities, Sacramento, California. . < 

RECOMMENDATION: 

We should consider furnishing this information to our California 
offices If Tracy subsequently furnishes more specific information as to why he 
considers this man unreliable and unethical. 
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MR. TOLSON: 


The American Society for Indust rial Securit y is 
holding its Convention here in October. Stanley Ttacy is in 
charge of the sp eakers prog ram. He stated there was considerable 
agitation to have I ps a speaker. He stated that he, together with 
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_ I of the Department of Defense, who used to be a 

Bureau Agent, defin itely put the veto on this and made it stick. I asked him 
j who was pushing for I ~1 He stated there were a lot of uninformed 

people in the Society and | had made some sort of impression when 


he appeared before the fo rmer Agent s Society in New Orleans last year 


and some of them thought 


was all rU 


right. 

those people such as himself who are aware of 
straightening the others out quickly. He / ^named off several individuals who 
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Date: 


THE FOREIGN SERVICE 

OF THE 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
American Embassy 
Paris 8, Prance 


November 29, 1957 
Director, FBI 


Prom: Legat, Paris (66-62-235) 

r- 

Subject: LOYD WRIGHT 

COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT SECURITY 
INFORMATION CONCERNING 
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On 11/26/57 the courtesies of the Paris office \ 
were extended to Mr. LOYD WRIGHT, former president of the 
American Bar Association, who was on his way to Cologne, 
Germany, to attend a meeting of the International Bar 
Association. 

_ Mr. WRIGH T was accompanied by___ 

International Bar Association .\ 

* ’ J / 

In connection with his work as chairman of the 
Commission qia Government Security, Mr. WRIGHT stated that 
he would soqn testify before a Congressional committee in 
Washington, D. C. 
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4:10 PM 


January 7, 10ft 


MEMORANDUM FOR MR. TOLSON 

MR. BOARDMAN 
MR. BELMONT 
Mit. NEASK 


This afternoon Loyd Wright, who was Chairman of tha 
Commlaalon on GovernmentSecurity, called. Ho stated ho had boon giving 
some o pooc h oo to women's elabo oat la California aad ho woadorod If 1 coaid 
toll him whothor the Abel, the Soblo, aad the Alham caooo diodoood that the 
principals wore able to got secret information throsgh either disloyal people 
or through some other lastrameatality. 

1 told Mr. Wright that the aabjects is the above cases had not 
gotten their information from any persons ia Government service bat that 1 
would be loathe to make any comment about any of these cases ia view of the 
fact that they are pending appeal. 1 stated it has been the Bureau's policy not 
to comment regarding any case which is ia as appeal status and I was certain 
he would understand the reaeon for such policy. 


Mr. Wright stated he sappoeed he would be celled to testify In 
due course os the Esstlanrt report sad he felt, if he was rending the signs 
correctly, that it is eves more important now to have certain statutes enacted 
than it was aU months ago. 1 told Mr. Wright that as far as 1 was concerned, 
the sitnstlon css be said to be as bad. If not worse, than it was sin months 
ago beesase of the announced plans of Rhruachev to obtain tbs dealred goals 
of the Soviets by infiltration aad by penetration, which, of course, was merely 
a continuation of their activities la all parts of the world sad probably as 
Intensification of the same. Mr. Wright slated that In referring to this, of 
course, he would do so without any iadtoaUoa of having discussed it with me. 

jitL0RD£D-4b '■ ' H < V > y 

Mr. Wright then mentioned the decisions of the Supreme Cburf 


sad other courts in various cases aad stated he had bees talking to lawyer 


Toison-groups, and while indicating his respect for the Sepreme Court as an 
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January 7, 19M 

Memorandum for Motors. Tolson, Boardmaa, Belmont, Hesse 


Institution, ho hod also Indicated his contempt lor i ederal Judgea whoso 
doclolono wore aloof ideological linos and actually have little support in 
law. Bo stated that ho was being criticised by the courts and also by csrtaln 
leftwing groups who are supporting such decisions. I told Mr. Wlight it was 
a fact that whenever a person stands up lor something 100% American, he 
ia always subject to attacks by the pseudo liberals. Mr. Wright stated that 
after thirty years ol trying to help the courts, he felt very keenly that they 
have let us down terrifically In thsse sixteen or seventeen cases where the 
decisions have little support in the law. 

1 told Mr. Wright there are two schools ol thought with regerd 
to the leveling of criticism against the courts; that, la fact, the Attorney 
General had recently stated he did not feel it wma his right to criticise the 
courts. However, I stated that no element of the Government should be so 
sacrosanct that under our form ol democracy it could not be subject to 
scrutiny end honest criticism. 

Mr. Wright concluded by stating that he would like to coma in 
and see me when he gets back to Washington. 1 told him that 1, of course, 
would be happy to see him whenever that was possible. 

Very truly ^ours, 

\S\ A ~ A x 

E3j?ar Hoover 

John Edgar Hoover 
Director 


* 2 * 



f 


DO-6 


/ 

Son_ 

oardrrpjM. 
fc+tfiont_ 


Off ICE OF DIRECTOR 

,1 FEftSim BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

2:59PM January 7, 1958 j/ 

MR. LOYD WRIGHT tele thru 
secretary and operator in Los 
Angeles, California, for the 
Director. When advised of the 
Director's absence from the office, 

Mr. Wright declined to speak with 
an assistant and asked that the Director 
return his call. The secretary was advised that Mr. 
Wright's message would be given to the Director. 

Mr. Wright can be reached through operator 421 in Los 
Angeles, California, and his number is MAdison 
6-1291. 


Mr. Tol 
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December 17, 1958 


i. 

y.* 


MR. TOLSON: 


/Mr. Tolson _ 

Mr. Belmont r 
Mr. Mohr 
Mr. Nease/yl P" 

Mr. Parsons.^_ 

Mr. Rosen _ 

t Tamm___ 

Trotter z' 
V.C. Sullivan 

. Room_ 

Mr. Holloman_ 

Miss Gandy_ 


Stanlev^fracy called me this morning indicating 
that he had receivedorom Lloyfr'Wrig ht a 130 page pre-trial 
deposition of Pearson and ! ( which was made in connection with the 

libel suit Pearson has filed against Wright. Tracy stated it had some very 
I interesting data contained therein and that the FBI is mentioned in several 
i places and there is a discussion on the Goldfine "bugging. " 

He stated he would make this available to us if we desire to 
Photostat it, in order that the original could be returned to him promptly. 
He thought it was something we should have in our possession. 

I am having this document picked up. A Photostat will be 
* made and it will be reviewed promptly for items of pertinent interest. 


fife.'A'6 


RESPECTFULLY, 


I-**? 

GAN:sak X 
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i. A. NEAS 



OTn££ORDED COPY 




LOYD WRIGHT 
RICHARD M. GOLD WATER 
S EARL WRIGHT 
LOYD WRIGHT, JR 
CLAYTON M, HURLEY 
DUDLEY K.WRIGHT 
EDGAR R. CARVER, JR. 
DONALD W. KILLIAN, JR. 
ANDREW J. DAVIS 


LAW OFFICES OF 

WRIGHT, WRIGHT, GOLDWATER AND WRIGHT 

SUITE 1125 ONE ELEVEN WEST SEVENTH ©UILDING 
LOS ANGELES 14 


MAdison 6-1291 


January 7, 1959. 




Honorable J. Edgar Hoover, 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
Department of Justice, 
Washington, D. C. 


\Fm 


Dear Boss:- 

<9{ 

I have accepted a speaking engagement in San Joaquin Valley 
on the title of "ARE CRIMINALS PRIVILEGED PERSONS?" 

- w* 

I thought I might be able to accomplish something towards j , 

awakening the people in the Valley to the silly attitude of 
treating felons who commit premeditated crimes and others who { 
seem likely to be so easily sprung from proper punishment 
; for their evil deeds, in an area where not only are the 
Judges exceedingly lax but where the attitude towards law 
enforcement is considerably less than you and I would like to 
see it. , 

Not long ago I read of one of your excellent speeches caution¬ 
ing the people about being too soft on criminals, and I wonder 
if it would be an imposition to ask if you have any information 
that you would care to let me have, and statistics in any speech 
or report, so that in the hope - I trust it is not a vain hope - 
I may be able to be of assistance to the fine people in the law 
jenforcement end of our government at all levels. 


J 


With kindest personal regards, I am, 


A.) 

v 


REC- 69 


I _ _ 3 

/ 5 MoSft respectfully, 


8 JAN 14 1559 

c * .7 

LW/AG 

P. S. My speaking date is set for January 21st. 


V/ / ! 
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January 12, 1959 
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c / /■ ■ - / S 

Mr. Loyd Wright 

W right, Wright~' 'Goldwater and V right 
Suite 1125 


One Eleven West Seventh Building 
Los Angeles 14, California 


Dear Mr. Wright: 

Your letter of January 7, 1959, has been received 
and it was good of you to write me concerning your forthcoming 
speaking engagement. 
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In accordance with your request, I am sending along 
some material which I thought you would like to see. I trust it will 
be of assistance to you in the preparation of your remarks. You 
have my very best wishes for a most successful appearance. 


Sincerely yours, 

ill i- 


IXl 

m 

o 


mai im 

JAN1 ViTJ) 

COIWM'FBI 


Enclosures (7) 

Dangerous Freedom 

The Law and the Layman 

The Challenges of Crime Control 

Introduction, LEB 6/58 

Introduction, LEB 4/58 

Annual UCR, 1957 

Special Issue UCR, 1958 


Director on January 7, 1958. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


Office 

Memorandt 

TO j 

Mr. Tolson 

FROM : 

G. A. Nes^e)-' ^ 

SUBJECT: 

DREW PEARSON 


MISCELLANEOUS 


It will be recalled 


(Tyj - s'-iif 

ifJ&s, ^r~ i 


date: February 3, 1959 

'iffA ' 


\r~ 




available to me a copy of a 138 p 
given 11 


Several weeks ago Stanley Tracy made 
(deposition of Pearson and his leg man, 
fright* | attorneys. This involves a civil 


McGuire . 

Mohr_ 

Parsons 
Rosen _ 
Tamm 
Trott 
W.C 
Tel 
H<5j 
Gandy 


. Sullivan _ 

ilq^oom _ 

Slloman_ 


18-58 to LloyC 

suit, filed by Pearson against Wright as a result of Wright claiming Pearson, 
on several instances, had published classified information. 


Wright indicated in a letter to Mr. Tracy that once this deposition 
was filed with the court he proposed to make it available to various members of 
Congress. We, of course, desire to make it available to the Attorney General as 
soon as the deposition is filed. 


4 




This afternoon I called Mr. Tracy to find out if the deposition had 
been filed with the court. He replied that it had not been filed and that in his \ 

opinion it will not be filed since he feels Pearson will withdraw the suit?, particularly 
in view of the fact that Pearson has openly admitted on the Mike Wallace show 
some time ago that he had knowingly published classified information. ^ 


Mr. Tracy assures me that in the event this deposition is filed with 
the court he will promptly notify the Bureau. 
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} Tolson _ 
v Belmont 

^ ^ DeLoach 

McGuire. 




Bifeinissed 


The second half of a $330,- 
100 libel suit brought by col- 
imni^Drew Rearson against 
Joy (bright, chairman of the 
io^ieitreft President’s Com- 
nission on Government Secu¬ 
rity, was dismissed by Dis¬ 
tinct Court Judge Richmond 
6.,Keech yesterday. 

iCeech ruled that any hopes 
Pearson had of collecting dam^ 
ages were removed by the Su¬ 
preme Court last June when 
it ruled that press releases 
mttde by Government ofacials 
In line with their duties are 
privileged against libel suits. 

Pearson had claimed that 
Wright libeled him in a press 
release in which Wright had 
defended hi* Commission's 
recommendations for more 
stringent laws dealing with the 
publication of classified mili¬ 
tary information. > • 

He had also claimed that 
he was libeled In a letter 
which Wright wrote to Rep. 
John E. Most (D-Callf.). Both 
the letter and release were 
written in late June, 1957. 

The part of the suit relating 
to the letter was disposed of 
by Judge Alexander Holtzoff 
In November, 1957, on the 
grounds that it was complete¬ 
ly within Wright's governmen¬ 
tal duties and, therefore, ab¬ 
solutely pAvileged. 

But Hdltzoff held that the 
Issuance of press releases was 
outside of Wright’s duties and 
not privileged. The Judge had 
ruled similarly in a previous 
casd and been upheld by the 
United States Court of Ap¬ 
peals. But that decision was 
reversed by the Supreme 
Court last June. 

Wright, a former president 
Of the American Bar Associa¬ 
tion and a Los Angeles lawyer, 
was represented by attorney 
Re ger Ro bb. John JJUBflMh 
represented Pearson. s 


& 


/ 


LoJ % 

o 


Mohr_ 

Parsons 

Rosen _ 

Tamm_ 


Trotter 



Tele. Room 

Holloman_ 

Gandy/- 


/ 


Ip'll-» 


-l< i 
/ 


The Washington Post 
Times Herald 
The Washington Dally News 
The Evening Star 

New York Herald Tribune_ 

New York Journal-American 

New York Mirror_ 

New York Daily News- 

New York Post_ 

The New York Times_ 

The Worker_ 

The New Leader_ 

The Wall Street Journal_ 

Date_ 





UNITED STATES GOVER. 4ENT 

Memorandum 

TO : Mr. De Loach 

from : 


Y 

JWimoni 

XMohf_ 

/ Callahan 
/ Conrad _ 
fi DeLoach 
Evans _ 




date: 5-8-62 


Malone __ 

Roaen_ 

Sullivan . 
Tavel _ 


Trotter_ 

Tele. Room . 

Holmes _ 

Gandy _ 


subject: 




telephone call to 

DIRECTOR'S OFFICE 5-8-62 


' /7 


the Crime Research Section. [ 

_•__ __in_ e _t_ 


telephoned for the Director on 5 -8-62. He was adv ised 

P* 


of the Director's absence and was referred to Special Agent 


said he is a paid employee of the cam¬ 


paign committee for Loya Wrignt, wno is a candidate for the Republican nomination 
for United States Senator irom California. H e said Mr . RonaltUJgeagan is state 
campaign chairman for Wright. According to [ Myron Fagan is attempting 

to discredit Wright through a smear campaign directed at Reagan and other supporters 
of Wright. 


I 


anted the Director to restate complimentary remarks he had 


made about Reagan in the past, which he did not identify, in order to offset 
campaign. v 

CHECK OF BUREAU FILES: 



File check was limited to a search of abstracts in the interest of time. 
Reagan has been very friendly with the Bureau in the past and has been of assistance 
to our Agents in Los Angeles. He has the reputation of being a member of the anti¬ 
communist group in the movie industry. He appeared as a friendly witness before 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities in October, 1947. He is presently 
affiliated with "GE Theater" on t elevision and mo st recently produced a two-part pro¬ 
gram concerning the activities ofj |a former security informant of our 

Los Angeles Office. , 

Fagan, of course, is well known to the Bureau as the man behind the 
Cinema Education Guild. He is an extremist, a hate-monger and has previously 
attacked the Director alleging softness on communism. 


Bufiles show that 


]telephoned for the Director in October, 

On that occasion 


1961, and was referred to an Agent in the Crime Research Section, 
he extended an invitation to the Director to address a session of a school on anti¬ 
communism with which he was af filiated. He extended this invitation on the recom- 
mendaftjon of I I (former Special Agent). The Director declined the 

L —7 --2 * 
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invitation by letter dated October 11, 1961. Bnfiles show that|_(is a member 

of the Board of Advisors and faculty of Project Alert, the school of anticommunism 
in Southern California. 


A news item in April, 1962, showed that Project Alert had lost almost 
$20,000 despite receipts of more than $100,000. Activities of Project Alert in Los 
Angeles resulted in difficulties with the city authorities since they had made a 
television appeal for funds without proper city clearance and had refused to furnish 
information on how the funds would be spent. This information was later furnished. 



Concerning the former complimentary remarks about Reagan to which 
preferred, the Director sent a letter to Mr. Reagan dated August 31, 1960, 
after Reagan had talked to Mr. DeLoach concerning a television program on "Communist 
Target—Youth. " This was a friendly, respectful reply to an apparent sincere desire 
to use television as a means of combating communism. 


ACTION TAKEN: 

advised that his call would certainly be brought to the 

Director's attention, but that as a matter of long-standing policy, the Director does 
not inject the FBI into political matters. 


RECOMMENDATION: 


That the attached letter be sent to 



- 2 - 








May 9, 1962 


<0 




Dear 


Your telephone call on May 8, 1962, 
while I was away from my office has been brought to 
my attention. 






V/l 

ut 


x rc 

TC O 


Concerning the matter about which you 
called, I must advise you of a long-standing policy not 
to inject the FBI into any political situation. I am 
sure you will understand the reasons for this policy. 
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Sincerely yours, 

J. Edgar Hoover 


J 


MAILED 20 

tm 9-19621 

OOMM-FBI f 
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NOTE: See Jones to DeLoac h memo 5-8-62 captioned 

Telephone Call to Director's Office 


1 


5-8-62. "|__|asked that a letter be di||lete|jl 

address; however, since the office address contains the words 
"Campaign Headquarters for Wright" it is felt his home ^ddress 
should be used as provtde<\,lfl[__^] a „ L Hr 1 
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OFflCE WI J DIRECTOR 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

1:38PM January 11, 1963 

o 

Mr. LOYD WRIGHT telephoned 
through operator and secretary 
from Los Angeles, California 
for the Director. He was advised 
of the Director's absence and 
at his request, was referred to 
Mr. Wick. 



MR. OALC _ 

MR. R OS KN _ 

MR. SULLIVAN 

MR. TAVEL _ 

MR.TROTTER 
MR, JONES - 


TELE. ROOM 


Mr. Wright was calling to be sure 
that the Director received the 
wire he sent in this morning 
concerning the American Bar Fellows m 
in New Orleans next month. 


MISS HOLMES 


MRS. METCALF . 


£ 


nnr 



v> 

"".F 

I 

V 

r 


Mr. Wick advised Mr. Wright that the Director did 
receive the wire and that he would receive a 
reply; however, as the Director previously told 
' him, he would not be able to attend the meeting. 


jlw 


I ^><J- — <f \f v- *? 

NOT fiROORDBD^ 
JAN 17 1962 





*1 



■-’2 





4 



! Lk!.W». • -'j > • v.». . 

(i, s. r: iv": o? 

CCnliyiO.'.lvAiivi;i> A.Vi iO". 


a 11 r 1 * 
auL* 1 •>. 

*T-;T! l.TT'Vr^'T' 

it I..H L—— fc k M UW 


l-V 

V ./ 


.3; c?.:)r TZL'cTYPE 

■?I NEW YORK 
039 PM URGENT 5-14-64 
/ 12 / 



<.*. ■ Ttivi'i__ 

v* t'; yjsr- 

/ * ! Miss Hoh*«. 


JAM 


?/>»s G&sdy— 


. TO 0 LECTOR 

( /X 

ATTN.. ASSISTANT DIRECTOR GALE 
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AMERICAN 3AR ASSOCIATION, EIGHTY SEVENTH ANNUAL MEETING, 

NEW YORK CITY. 

THIS IS A SUMMARY OF PERTINENT ITEMS IN SESSIONS THURSDAY 
AND FRIDAY, AUGUST THIRTEEN AND FOURTEEN. 

AMONG VARIOUS COMMITTEE REPORTS EEFCRE CRIMINAL LAW SECTION 
WAS ONE 3Y JUDGE H. EUGENE BREITENBACH, CHAIRMAN OF THE CRIMINAL 
LAW SECTION COMMITTEE ON JUVENILE DELINQUENCY, WHICH REPORT 
•STRONGLY ENDORSED THE GST.-3.uISHMENT OF A NATIONAL ACADEMY OF 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE. BREITENBACH STATED THIS IDEA WAS ORIGINALLY 
ADVANCED BY SHELDON GL'JECK, WHO 3ELIEVES THAT A "WEST POINT OF 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE" SKOLLD 3E ESTABLISHED AT HARVARD LAW SCHOOL 
TO TRAIN PEOPLE FCP POLICE WORK. BREITENBACH RECOMMENDED THAT " 
THE CRIMINAL LAW SECTION ENDORSE THIS IDEA BUT FORTUNATELY^IT ( 


X 

</ 


WAS PCSSI3LE TO PREVENT ANY FORMAL ACTION BEING. TAKEN AT THIS .. 

' N0T RSCOKIDBD 

I -,'L'.^EDWARDS, WHOSE TERM OF COUNCIL OF SECTION 


f M 

EXPIRED, WAS ELECTED AS A,SSESTANT SECRETARY OF TTCTWttrHW 
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PAGE TWO 


L. B. NICHOLS AS SECRETARY, BRIGADIER GENERAL KENNETH J. HODSON 

AS SECTION CHAIRMAN, !" - - 

AND RETIRING BUREAU OF PRISONS DIRECTOR, JAMES BENNETT AS 
SECTION DELEGATE TO HOUSE OF DELEGATES. AT FINAL MEETING ON 
FRIDAY, PRESIDENT ELECT LEWIS POWELL, JR. WAS FORMALLY ELECTED 
AS PRESIDENT OF A3A FOR COMING YEAR, AND EDWARD V. KUHN, WHO HAD 
BEEN THE PRESIDENT ELECT NOMINEE, WAS FORMALLY ELECTED AS 
PRESIDENT ELECT FOR COMING YEAR. SUGGEST CRIME RECORDS DIVISION 
PREPARE APPROPRIATE LETTERS OF CONGRATULATION FOR POWELL AND 

KUHN, AND APPROPRIATE LETTER FOR RETIRING PRESIDENT WALTER E. 

, / 

CRAIC/, WHO WILL NOW ASSUME US DISTRICT JUDGESHIP IN PHOENIX 

IN CONVERSATIONS WITH CRAIG LAST EVENING, HE STATED HE WAS 
ESPECIALLY APPRECIATIVE OF SUPPORT AND EXTENSIVE HELP WHICH THE 
DIRECTOR HAD GIVEN TO HIM THROUGHOUT HIS TERM. HE STATED HE 
IS CONFIDENT THAT THE EVER PRESENT THREAT OF COMMUNISM WILL BE 
CONTINUALLY STRESSED BY POWELL DURING THE COMING YEAR. CRAIG 
ADDED THAT IF AT ANY TIME KF CAN EVER DO ANYTHING FOR THE DIRECTOR, 
HE WANTS HIM TO MAKE CERTAIN THAT HE PERSONALLY CONTACT CRAIG. 

END PAGE TWO 
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PAG? THREE 

IN CONVERSATION WITH LEWIS POWELL, POWELL STATED LAST EVENING, 

THAT HE IS STILL CONVINCED A MAJOR PROBLEM EXISTING IN THIS 
COUNTRY IS THE RISING CRIME RATE, AND HE INTENDS TO MAKE THIS 
HIS MAJOR GOAL DURING HIS ADMINISTRATION AS ABA PRESIDENT. HE 
STATED HE IS GRATEFUL OF THE TIME THE DIRECTOR HAS SPENT WITH 
HIM DURING PO«‘»ELL-S VISIT TO WASHINGTON, £ND IS VERY APPRECIATIVE 
OF ALL THE HELP WHICH THE DIRECTOR HAS MADE P0SSI3LE TO DATE. 

PRESIDENT ELECT KUHN IS ALSO A STRONG FRIEND OF THE BUREAU, 

AND INDICATED HE WOULD BE APPRECIATIVE OF ANY GUIDANCE THE DIRECTOR 
MIS’-'T SEE FIT TO GIVE HIM DURING HIS TERM AS PRESIDENT ELECT, 

AS WELL AS HIS TERM AS PRESIDENT THE FOLLOWING YEAR. 
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date: September 2, 1965 
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SUBJECT: AxMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION STANDING 

/ COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AGAINST COMMUNISM 

/, CRITICISM-^: 7 TEACHER TRAINING SYLLABUS 
/■ t BY LOYD WRIGHT 
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As a member of the ABA Standing Committee on Education Against Communism^ 
I received in the mail the attached copy of a letter dated August 20. 1965. a ddressed to . 

from Loyd J 

_3 __AT 


Wright of Los Angeles, former President of the American Bar Association and currently , 
a California Delegate to its House of Delegates. Wright, it will be recalled, headed up v, 
the Special Commission on Government Security in the 1950s and the Bureau had 
considerable difficulty with him during that special assignment. Other references in 
Bureau files label Wright as extremely conservative, partisan, and dictatorial. J 

lis well known in Bureau files primarily because of correspondence from 
l in which she raised a number of questions concerning 
certain liberal individuals, and organizations particularly in the Atlanta area. It appear^ 


Atlanta. Thd 


that the husb ancfJiad th e'litle of Post Researcher for the American Legion Post in 


are undoubtedly ultraconservatives. 


Loyd Wright's letter is a three-page typewritten criticism of the recently 
published Teacher Training Syllabus, "Democracy Confronts Communism in World 
Affairs," which was prepared by the Institute of International Studies, University of 
South Carolina, under contract with the Standing Committee on Education Against 
Communism and after meticulous review and approval by the committee this syllabus 
was published as a "Suggested Syllabus, Bibliography, and Guides for Teacher Training: 
Institutes, Workshops and Seminars" on the contrast between communism and democracy. 

The Bureau has previously been advised that Loyd Wright objected to certain 
portions of this syllabus during the recent annual meeting of the American Bar Association 
at Miami Beach. The gist of Wright's criticisms were: (1) that the preface did not 
sufficiently emphasize the "democratic way of life, ” but stressed the dangers and 
menace of communism; (2) that the syllabus still contained some references which Wright 
characterized as "Fabian Socialist preachment®; and (3) that the bibliography was mis¬ 
leading because it contained such writings as those of Rostow and the Overstreets. The 
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Memorandum to Mr, Felt 

Re: ABA Standing Committee on Education Against Communism 

committee, on getting advance notice of Wright’s feelings, invited him to participate 
in a full discussion of his criticisms with the entire committee. The result of this 
discussion was that Wright agreed he would be satisfied if the committee added an 
amendment to the preface which would place additional stress on the equal importance 
of a thorough understanding and teaching of democracy in any course and further if 
there was an additional caution inserted to stress the fact that the bibliography is 
intended to be a balanced rather than a one-sided list of reference works. The committee 
agreed and has already taken steps to fulfill its promises. Wright even refers to this 
in the last paragraph of his letter and states that if the committee fulfills its expressed 
promises ac. cuately he "will not personally make further fights against" the syllabus, 
but he tells Nichols in the letter "there is no reason whatever why any one else should 
hesitate to speak forthrightly and sincerely, but not in carping criticism, and expose it 
for what it is — a lot of trash that in the last analysis is a help and not a deterrent to 
the Socialists." 

It is impossible to fathom what Wright’s state of mind must be. I was present 
in the committee meeting. He was given full opportunity to speak his piece and he 
certainly wasn’t shy about it. I heard the agreement reached and it appeared to com¬ 
pletely end the matter.^ The only conclusion I can reach is that Wright must be in 
"someone else’s pocket" and having gone back home he has been importuned by some 
of the John Birchers or other ultra-right groups to again open this issue. 

The fact of the matter is that his criticisms were substantially without basis 
and the committee was leaning over backwards in trying (unsuccessfully it now appears) 
to appease him. 

This Teacher Training Syllabus is a n excellent produ ct. It is not soft on 
communism. It does not make any apologies' for Fabian" socialism. It clearly states 
in its preface that any proper course in communism in schools, colleges or universities 
must consist of instruction on the contrast between communism and liberty under law. 

It quotes the director in the preface as stating: "A free society depends for its vitality 
and strength upon the vigor and patriotism of its individual citizens. Knowledge of 
Communism - the challenge of our age - and an appreciation of our American heritage 
will enable us to discipline ourselves for the hard decisions, the responsible judgments, 
the dedication, and the sacrifices which will have to be made to insure the continued 
existence of our nation and the perpetuation of freedom itself." It further continues, 
"Moreover, since considerations of time and budget made impossible the preparation 
of an encyclopedia on all aspects of the contrast between commurh ... and our way of life, 
the committee recommends that, where feasible, this syllabus be used in conjunction 
with ... 'Sources of Our Liberties.'" (Refers to a compendium of subject prepared 
by the ABA Committee on American Citizenship.') 


«*■ 2 ** 


SEE NEXT PAGE 


A§2?^tandSg ^ommittee’on Education Against Communism 


The very first part of the syllabus text is entitled, "Democracy and Communism: 
The Challenge of Contrasting Alter.' ates." 


The bibliography lists 328 separate works including both of the Directors 
books as well as the Director’s "best seller" reprint from the Harvard Business Review 
"The U. S. Businessman Faces the Soviet Spy." Certainly the bibliography must refer 
the reader to works which communists would cite if they were debating the topic because 
the teacher should by all means be aware of the enemy’s tools. 

The syllabus was carefully reviewed by the Domestic Intelligence Division and 
all recommende:' revisions, clarifications and amendments were incorporated therein. 


A letter dated 8/24/65 from [] 


to past President of the ABA L ewis 
authorized committee mem' 


t 


Powell. Jr., i ::icates that 


hat[ 

l. N 


(addressed 


has 


_and L. B. Nichols to make their 

recommendations on what, ii anything, is to be done concerning Wright's letter. 

L. B. Nichols is the committee member who has largely represented the committee in 
negotiations with Wright in the past because of his acquaintance with him and Bureau 
files alsq refle;.. that L—B—Nichols has had some controversial correspondence with 


and 


in the past concerning the Overstreets. 


RE COMMENDATION 


That this memorandum and the attached letter from Wright be referred to 
the Domestic Intexigence Division for any views it might have concerning Wright’s 
criticisms. Any such views submitted, after approval, can be made available to me 
for appropriate handling with the ABA committee. 
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UNITED STATES GO' XNMENT 


Memorandum 


TO 


FROM : 


SUBJECT: 


Mr. A. H. Belmont 


W. C. Sullivan 


(h 




date-. September 8, 1865 



Loach , 

I.por jQ/V 
Callahan —{pi- 
Conrj 


/ 


/ 


AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION STANDING 
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AGAINST COMMUNISM; 
CRITICISM-pF TEACHER TRAINING SYLLABUS 
BY LO YD w RIGHT _ 



sv 

Memo, to Mr. Felt, 9/2/65, captioned as above, T 

requested the views ot the Domestic intelligence Division concerning Loyd Wright*s 
criticism of a recently published Teacher Training Syllabus prepared under the „ I 
auspices of the American Bar Association Standing Committee on Education Against 
Communism. Wright is a past.president of the American Bar Association and is 
now a California delegate to its House of Delegates. Among other carping 
criticisms, Wright characterizes the syllabus as'h lot of trash. ” 


r*> 


Its * 


The syllabus shows the contrast between communism and democracy, 
preface quotes the Director and its bibliography includes "Masters of Deceit'* and 
"A Study of Communism," as well as the Director's article, "The U. S. Businessman 
Faces the Soviet Spy. " Nowhere is there a more devastating condemnation of 
communism and a more eloquent defense of democracy than in the Director's S 

writings. , E 

* s 

Bufiles indicate that Wright is an extremely conservative, partisan, 
dictatorial, and difficult individual.. He appears to be running true to form in & 

his petty . riticism of the syllabus. Because of his extremist outlook and attitude, he° 
is not qualified_J&j3ass critical judgment on this document/"ahaTr'i's^quite obvious 
that he does~not know what he ’is talking about. I firmly believe that Wright's unfounded 
criticism should be ignored and that no time should be wasted jn trying .^0 appease him. 


be 
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RE COMMENDATION: 
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handling. 


That this memorandum be referred tojtiqjffnspecfcfifcn Division for appropriate 


1 - Mr. Belmont 
1 - Mr. Felt 
1 - Mr. DeLoach 

1 { 
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_ 
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l 
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SUBJECT: 
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LOYD WRIGHT 





COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT SECURITY 

Bulky Exhibit File Number: 62-88472-17 


We are in the process of reviewing all bulky exhibits in order 
that we may dispose of those which serve no further purpose. Inasmuch 
as many of the bulky exhibits pertain to inactive cases and are occupying 
badly needed space, it is requested that the appropriate substantive 
supervisor review the above-listed bulky exhibit and render a decision 
as to its retention or disposition. A notation as to the decision reached 
may be placed on this memorandum. The memorandum should be 
returned to the Filing Unit of the Records Branch, Room 1116, Identi- b6 

fication Building, for filing in the case file. b 7 c 


RECOMMENDATION: 

That captioned bulky exhibit be reviewed and a decision rendered 
as to the retention or disposition of the material. 

OTBrcsa #b 

|—| Retain p?T Destroy | j Other Disposition_ 


Reason for Decision 






i .• 

rj. j ” . » 



, Signature of Reviewing Supervisor _ 
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U.S. Department of Justice 



Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D.C. 20535 

March 28, 2003 


MR ERNIE LAZAR 
APARTMENT 6 

577 THORNHILL ROAD^SOUTH 
PALM SPRINGS, CA 92264 7884 


Dear Requester: 




j/^ 12 / : 

Subject: FILE 61-9152/SERIALS 221 THRU 360. 



S’ 


FOlPANo. 0970310-000 
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The enclosed documents were reviewed under the Freedom of Information/Privacy Acts (FOIPA), Title 5, 
United States Code, Section 552/552a. Deletions have been made to protect information which is exempt from disclosure, 
with the appropriate exemptions noted on the page next to the excision. In addition, a deleted page information sheet was 
inserted in the file to indicate where pages were withheld entirely. The exemptions used to withhold information are marked 
below and explained on the enclosed Form OPCA-16a: 


Section 552 


Section 552a 


□ (b)(1) D (b)(7)(A) D(d)(5) 

8(b)(2) □(b)(7)(B) n(j)(2) 

□(b)(3)_ 8(b)(7)(C) D (k)(1) 

_ 8(b)(7)(D) n(k)(2) 

_ □(b)(7)(E) D(k)(3) 

_ □(b)(7)(F) Q(k)(4) 

□(b)(4) D(b)(8) □(k)(5) 

□(b)(5) D(b)(9) Q(k)(6) 

□(b)(6) a(k)(7) 


221 page(s) were reviewed and 221 page(s) are being released. 


□ Document(s) were located which originated with, or contained information concerning other 
Government agency(ies) [OGA], This information has been: 


□ referred to the OGA for review and direct response to you. 

□ referred to the OGA for consultation. The FBI will correspond with you regarding this 
information when the consultation is finished. 


b You have the right to appeal any denials in this release. Appeals should be directed in 
writing to the Co-Director, Office of Information and Privacy, U.S. Department of Justice, Flag 
Building, Suite 570, Washington, D.C. 20530-0001 within sixty days from receipt of this letter. 

The envelope and the letter should be clearly marked “Freedom of Information Appeal” or 
“Information Appeal.” Please cite the FOIPA number assigned to your request so that it may be easily 
identified. 







